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A
STAFF STUDY
ON THE
SITE SELECTION
FOR AN
INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL FOR THE
MARKAWAO-PUKALANI-KULA AREA

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

PROJECT BACKGROUND

A draft site selection report was prepared in October 1972
which recommended a 9.0-acre intermediate school site be
located adjacent to the Eddie Tam Memorial Center in Makawao.
The proposed school site was originally planned for 1,000
students in grades 6-8 and was scheduled to open in Sep-
tember 1978. A draft environmental impact statement (EIS)
was subsequently prepared for the proposed Eddie Tam school
site and circulated for public review in February 1973.
However, the draft site selection report and EIS could not
be finalized because of concerns raised regarding the impact
of the proposed school site on land use policies and agri-
cultural lands.

The study was subsequently suspended in October 1573 pending
completion of:

1. The State Land Use Commission's S5-Year Boundary Review
which was being conducted, and

2. The Maui County's General Plan Study which was being
initiated for the Makawao-Pukalani area.

The site selection study and EIS was reinitiated in August
1975 after the State Land Use Commission completed their
5-Year Boundary Review in January 1975 and Maui County sub-
mitted a draft copy of their Makawao-Pukalani-Rula General
Plan in August 1975. The Department of Education (DOE)
revised the specifications for the proposed school which
included:

l. Change in organization from grade levels 6-8 to 7-8.
2. Reduction of design enrollment from 1,000 to 500 students.

3. Delay in scheduled opening date from 1978 to the 1982-85
period. (Subsequently changed by DOE to 1983-85.)

The above changes required a major revision to the 1972
draft site study and EIS. fThis current site selection and

-1-



EIS incorporates all of the changes to date and provides the
basis for selection of the proposed intermediate school.

SCOPE OF THE REPORT

This report provides the basis for the selection, analysis,
and recommendation of alternative sites for an intermediate
school for 500 students in grades 7-8 within the service
area established by the DOE.

MAUI HIGH FEEDER COMPLEX

The DOE has prepared and adopted a long-range facilities
development plan for Maui High School Complex. The plan
includes the schools for the "Up~Country" area of Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula. A new K-6 elementary school in Pukalani was
opened in September 1976 for approximately 297 students. A
new 7-8 intermediate school is also projected for tentative
opening between 1983-85, The existing K-8 schools in Makawao
and Rula will be reorganized to R-6 after the new intermediate
school is provided. .

Based on the above plans, the DOE has requested that a site
be selected for a new 7-8 intermediate school for the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula area.

The proposed Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School will
be part of the Maui High Feeder Complex shown in Figures 1
and 2. The elementary schools feeding into this intermediate
school will be Makawao, Pukalani and Rula Elementary Schools,
Rahului, Haiku and Paia Elementary Schools will continue to
feed directly into Maui High School until such time that the
7-8 graders are separated into an intermediate school. The
Maui School District anticipates a long-range district-wide
plan to delimit the elementary schools to grades K~6 and to
provide separate 7-8 grade schools where feasible.

MARAWAQO-PURALANTI INTERMEDIATE

The proposed intermediate school is tentatively scheduled to
open between 1983 and 1985 with approximately 350-400 students
in grades 7-8. The enrollment is projected to increase to

500 students by 1995. The enrollment projections for the
Maui High Complex and the Makawao~-Pukalani Schools are
provided in Table 1.

An examination of the figures also shows that the Makawao
and Rula K-6 enrollment will be greater than the Pukalani
enrollment until 1980. However, after 12985, the Pukalani
engollTent will exceed the K-6 enrollment of both Makawao
and Kula.
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Year

1975 (Actual)
1980

‘1985

1990'

1995

1975 (Actual)
1980
1985
1990
1995

TABLE 1

ENROLIMENT PROJECTIONS

K-6
2128
2393
2600
2850

3090

MAUI HIGH COMPLEX

7-8
718
638
700
750
866

9-12  Total
1391 4237
1328 4359
1400 4700
1500 5100
1600 5550

MAKAWAO-PUKALANI-KULA

Pukalani Makawao Kula Pukalani-Makawao-Kula
R=6 K=6 K-6 7=-8
230 375 283 309
333 440 350 305.
475 *493 388 a7o
617 546 424 430
760 660 460 500
-5-



CHAPTER 2
SELECTION OF ALTERNATIVE SITES

SERVICE AREA

The DOE's service area for the proposed intermediate school
is shown in Figure 3. The school will serve the communities
of Makawao, Pukalani, Haliimaile, Rula, and scattered rural
homes along the highways in the up~country area.

SELECTION CRITERIA

The alternative sites evaluated for this study are shown in
Figure 4. The first three alternative sites - a, B, and C,
were selected on the basis of clustering the intermediate
school with each of the three elementary feeder schools in
Makawao, Pukalani, and Kula. The remaining alternative
sites were selected on the following additional criteria:

A. Sites must be adjacent to or within the State urban or
rural zoned land. Since schools are permitted only
within the State Land Use Urban District, this criteria
will preclude the need for "spot zoning". The State
Land Use Commission is generally against any request for
spot zoning.

B. Sites should be located between the Makawao and Pukalani

communities. “The state Land Use Map Shows approximately
500 acres of urban land in Makawao, 1,000 acres in
Pukalani and approximately 350 acres in Xula. The DOE
has also provided an estimate of the 1995 elementary
student population as follows: Makawao-600; Pukalani-
760; and Rula—~350. Since the Makawao-Pukalani commu-
nities will provide 80% of the enrollment within a 3~
mile area, the remaining alternative sites should be
limited to the Makawac and Pukalani areas.

C. Sites must be below 1,800 ft. elevation. The County
Board of Water Supply has no plans to develop adequate
water serivce above this elevation in the Makawao-
Pukalani area. Sites above this elevation must there-~
fore develop their own water supply.

D. sSites should be within 0.5 miles of Haleakala Hwy.,
Makawao Ave., or Baldwin Ave. These roadways are the
main thoroughfares through the school service area and
provide access to the alternative sites. Most of the
urbanized areas falls within 0.5 miles of the above
roadways and have adequate access and utilities.

E. Sites which require no displacement of existing homes.
Unoccupied sites should be considered over developed
sites to minimize disruption of existing families, farms
and facilities and to minimize acquisition costs.

-6-
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Sites must contain a minimum of 8 acres or 6-1/2 acres

for school-park complexes. The acreage requirements for

the alternative sites were computed in accordance with
current DOE standards.

Alternative Sites D, E, F, G, H, I, and J were selected

based on the preceding criteria. These sites along with
Alternative Sites A, B, and C are shown in Figure 4 and

described briefly in the following discussion.

DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE SITES

A.

Site A

This site is adjacent to Makawao Schoocl. The site is
shown in Figures 5 and 6 and is identified by TMK: 2~4-
05:5 and TMK: 2-4-25:17 and por. 16. These parcels were
selected for the intermediate school since they are
contiguous to the school ané minimize the displacement
of existing homes. Expansion of the school mauka and
makai of the existing site would require acquisition of
an excessive number of existing homes and parcels.,

Site B

This site is located within the existing 35-acre Puka-
lani school~park complex. The site is identified by
TMK: 2=-3-09:portion 26 and 35 as shown in Figures 7 and
8. The 25-acre park area is owned by Maui County and
the l0-acre parcel has been committed for dedication to
Maui County by the current landowners. The total utili-
zation of the 35-acre site is proposed as follows: 6
acres for Pukalani Elementary, 6-1/2 acres for the
intermediate school, and 22-1/2 acres for joint park~
school playground facilities.

Site C

This site is within the 14.0-acre Rula Elementary School
site as shown in Figures 9 and 10. The site is identi-
fied by TMK: 2-2-14:2, The siting of an intermediate
school at this location will not require the acquisition
of additional land. This l4-acre site is adequate in
size to accommodate the existing elementary and proposed
intermediate schools. The computation to establish the
required acreage based on 90% usable area for site with
12-15% ground slope follows:

Kula Elementary School (460 enroll.) 5 ac.
Intermediate Scheool (500 enroll.) + 8 ac.
Total Required (100% usable) 13 ac.
Unusable Portion + 1 ac.
Total Required (90% usable) 14 ac.
Existing School =14 ac.
Addition Required 0 ac.
-8-
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Site D

This site is located in Makawao and is situated adjacent
to and makal of the Eddie Tam Memorial Park site as

shown in Figures 11 and 12. It is identified by TMK:
2=4~01:por. 2 which is owned by Messrs. Munoz and Tokunaga.
The site was used for pineapple cultivation until recently
and has been left idle since then. The size of this
alternative site has been reduced from 8 to 6-1/2 acres
based on the use of adjacent park facilities for school
use. This site has received the support of the Makawao
community, Maui County, and Maui District DOE.

Site E

This site is adjacent to Site D as shown in Figures 11
and 12. The site is comparable to Site D except that

the site size has been increased to 8 acres with frontage
along Makani Road. This alternative site is provided in
the event an agreement to utilize the existing Eddie Tam
park facilities is unfeasible and the school 1s required
to develop its own playground.

Site F

This site is across Makanl Road from Site E as shown in
Figures 11 and 12. The property is owned by B. Martin
Luna and Robert L. Browning and is identified by TMK:
2=4=0l:por. 1. The site was formerly cultivated in
pineapple and is currently vacant.

Site G

This site is located between Makawao and Pukalani off of
Laie Drive which is makai of Makawao Ave. as shown in
Figures 12 and 13. It is identified by TMK: 2-4-0l:por. 1
and is owned by B. Martin Luna and Robert L. Browning.

The site was formerly used as a pineapple field but is

now used as a pasture. The site size has been increased
to 9 acres to account for less usable portions of the

site which slope between 12 and 15%.

Site H

This site is located at the intersection of Haleakala
Highway and Makawao Avenue in Pukalani as shown in
Figures 14 and 15, The proposed realignment of Halea-
kala Highway will create an approximate 30-acre trian-
gular parcel of pineapple field. The site is identified
by TMR: 2-3-07:por. 8 and is owned by Maui Land and Pine
Company.

-15=
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Site I

This site is mauka of Pukalani and adjacent to Haleakala
Hwy. The site is shown in Figures 14 and 16 and is
identified by TMK: 2-3-ll:por. 2 which is owned by the
Pires family. Approximately 10 acres of the land is
being utilized for truck crops and pineapple. The
remaining area consists of abandoned pineapple fields
and undeveloped land.

Site J

This site is located along lower Kula Road makai of the
Kula 200 subdivision and below the 1,800-foot elevation
as shown in Figures 17 and 18. The site was a former

pineapple field, is currently zoned Urban but is vacant.
The owners of the site are Messrs. Munoz and Tokunaga

for TMK: 2-3-08:por. 5. This site has been increased to
9 acres to provide a minimum of 8 usable acres based on

the 12% slope.
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CHAPTER 3
DATA FOR ALTERNATIVE SITES

STATE LAND USE

The State Land Use District Map covering the school service
area is shown in Figure 4. This figure is comprised of Maui
quadrangle maps M-7, 8, 10 and 1l. The district symbols
used on State Land Use District Maps are as follows:

- Conservation District
Agriculture District
- Rural District
- Urban District

(=8B e

LAND CLASSIFICATION

A. Urban Land Classification

The urban land classification for the school service

area is shown in Figure 19 - Urban Land Category and
Figure 20 - Land Category Table. This data was extracted
from the University of Hawaii's Land Study Bureau Circu-
lar No. 16 - "Maui Lands Classified by Physical Qualities
for Urban Usage", published in June 1970.

B. Agricultural Land Classification

The agricultural land classification for the school
service area is shown in Figure 21 - Agricultural Land
Classification and Figure 22 - Agricultural Classifi-
cation Symbols. This data was extracted from the Uni-
versity of Hawaii's Land Study Bureau Bulletin No. 7 -
"Detailed Land Classification - Island of Maui" published
in May 1967.

COUNTY GENERAI PLAN

Maui County has prepared a general plan for Pukalani and a
general plan for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula area. The Puka-
lani General Plan is shown in Figure 23 and the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula General Plan is shown in Figure 24.

TRAFFIC

The major roadways passing through the school service area
are Halekala Highway, Kula Highway, and Makawao Avenue. A&
major by-pass route for Halekala Highway through Pukalani is
currently being planned by the State Highways Division.
Figure 25 provides the projected 1995 traffic volume for the
major roadways, including the proposed by-pass for Haleakala

Highway.
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UTILITIES
A. Water

The existing and proposed water system for the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula area is shown in Flgure 26. 'This figure
was extracted from the December 31, 1974 "Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula General Plan Report" prepared by Donald
Wolbrink & Associates, Inc. for Maui County.

The area has been plagued with water problems because
of an unreliable source and inadequate distribution
system. Although major water system improvements are
proposed by the County, the development of the new
intermediate school site must be coordinated to ensure
an adequate water supply to the site.

B. Sewer

There is no existing sewerage system in the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula area. A future sewerage system is
proposed for the Makawao-Pukalani area. However, this
system is not anticipated in the near future based on
its high cost and low priority. The Kula area has no
Sewerage system planned. The Department of Health
anticipates no problems from the continued use of
cesspools,

C. Electricity and Telephone

Electrical and telephone services are available near
all the alternative sites except Alternative Site J.
This site will require an extension of the existing

system.

RAINFALL

The median annual rainfall for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
vicinity is shown in Figure 27. Thig figure was extracted
from the December 31, 1974 "Makawao-~Pukalani-Kula General
Plan Report" prepared by Donald Wolbrink & Associates, Inc.
for Maui County. The map shows that the rainfall for the
area ranges from 15 inches to 100 inches. The alternative
sites which have more than 40 inches of rainfall will qualify
for covered walkways and a covered playcourt.
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SOIL CHARALTER
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Irish potatocs ou!r 10,000 pounds per ncre p‘r crop .

" Dry onions over 17,000 pounds per acre’ per crop

Clns-.s b Tomatoces, 20,000. 23, 000 pounds, per acre per crop

. Carrols 9,500-11 000 pounds per acre per crop .
- Irish polatoes 8 ODO 10.000 pounds per acre per crop

: .,' Dr; omons 15 000 17 000 pound:, per acre per crop

\-'-

Carru!s g, 000 9,:-00 pounds per, acre: per crop
= Irish polaloes 6,000-8,000. pounds pur acre per crop

=> Pty onions 13 509-135,000 poumlr. per acre per ¢rop
,j":T?umlocs 10,000/ 1:: 000 pnuudc per acre per crop

; Ca.l’r('l"- 6,500-8, 0(.]0 pounds per acre per crop’
;'lnsh ,potnlnea 1, 0{10 0,000 pounds per acre per crop
" Dry onions 10000 1
; Tomaloea lc« lh'm 10,000 pounds per acre per crop

g -

3,300 pounds per acre per crop

Carrols Ie-s lh.m 0 500 pound- per acie per crop
lnsh DO!J!OL"- less than 1 OOO poundt per acre per crop
Dr} nnmns Ic-s lh.m 10 000 pounds per acre per crop

Ly
%,

." "

’_ C]nsu a: ' 14 lons or more !’nnL per acre per year (baml on'a

4-ycar crop crrlc of phnt ‘and ratoon crops}

'_'Class b: '12-17 tohs per acre per year .
Class c:

10-12 tons per acre per vear

%-Class d:’ 8-10 tons per acre er year

-

W

-Clas< i Lcss thah 8 tons per acre per year .

¥ Sugar C:mc, lrn"n(cd Slntu-
‘ Clas:- az’ 0.53 tons or more sugar pcr acre per month
; ;,C’lms b: 0. 42-0 53 tons tugar per acre per month
"Clais ¢: 0 33 0:2 tons sugar prer_acre per month
i -.j C!-us d 0 22 033 tons ~ug;ar P21 acre per month

.'-Granuﬂ (Pmlurci

" Class a:

Class b:
Class c:
Class d:

Class e:

*Live heel zains are extimates Uny

1

Carrying capar:uy .
mal unit year) or|estimated live beef gains 110
pounds per acre peg vear or more.®

Carrying capacity 2b-5 acres per AUY or estimated
live beef gains 110- pounds per acre per year.
Carrying capacity. 50 acres per AUY or estimated
live beel gains 55.2 pounda per acre per year.
Carrying capacity. 1 30 acres per AUY or estimated
live beef galns 279 aunds per acre per year.
Carr):n capacity
estimated .li\'c beef:
par yeat.

bins 9 pounds or lvss per acre

- el

pporhed” by gesearch bul dre consids

Cthan- 2.5 acres per AUY{oni- |

re than 30 acres per AUY or

creid peawonzhle by velgran stnehg
shows e pre-ent Tonzorun avepag
single 3uh oy (I:ﬂtr frasn lh( ‘o

0 whe were consulted, Yield values
experiations,
values.

Orchard Crops I APETE
Crop yields are based uponir }:n!ed status except for orchards
in the weller sections. .
Clnss a: Oranzes over 12,00' puunda pPer acre por }car, pa-
. pavas over 25,000 p Lmd: per acre per year; hanahas
.- over 3,500 pounds r acre per year. _
Class b: Oranges 10,000.12, PO pounds per aere per year;
Papavas 20,000-25_,‘ pnunds per acre per ycar;l
barauas 6,500-2,500founds pu- -acre per year,
Class ¢: Oranges 8,000-10,00 pou11d~. per.acre per year; papa.
¥z 15,000-20,000 I nd- per acre per year; bannnns
) D.“JO 6,500 pound-. :r acre per year.
Class d: Oronges 6, »KIQ-8,(00%unads per acre Der year; papa-
‘ yas 10,000. 10.000 pd ﬂtl- ber acre per yedr; hananas
, 4.80-3,000 pounds Lacre per year. - ' f
Class e:

r

Yichts lor indinidual =

Oranges less than. 6 00 pounda per acre per’ year; ‘
papayas less lhan P
‘bananas Jess Ihan‘ 1.00:

pvl_unds per acre per year;
outids per acre per year.

‘J..o,- m e S X - . Tt i A
L g s - it . o _
. . a 1. .
e “r. . .Selected Crop Productivity Ratings 7 :
Pine. . Y;‘:gc- Sugar | Or- | Graz- | For- | Tim. Machine Depth FSlopc ‘-
Trpe] Rating apple ] lable | "cane | chard | ing .age ber | Tillability Stoniness (inches) }.l° - (percent} Texture Drair
b c d c b c Co | Well-suited | Nonstony Deep, over | |0to 10; predo:m- Fine Well-d
a [ a a a . a a - 30 _nmllrs '
~d Co Poorly suited] Stony Deep, over ]h to 20, including Medium | Well-d:
d — : 30 ulating lerrain,
! cdomin'antly'lii _
' b Co | Well-suited Nonstony | Deep, aver _Io- 10, predomi- Fine Well-dr
b . 30 . otly 8.. . o
d Co \Toderalcl}- Norjstdny Deep, over | 1] to Zb,_with inclu.| Fine Well-dr
d | — " jsuited. ° 130 priswof steeper slopés! .. . p T




E— — .-- tEN e mm?wﬂfm..?rn'owﬂ‘f—' "."_ R -_.‘ ".'
Mezan k
Annual . -
Rainfall El=v atibn Major RS B
. Texture Drainage {inches) 1feet] Colur Soil Series | Existing Uses - Distriet.
Fine Well-drained] 301045 | 1091 )gz_no Dark reddish|Kahana, Pineapple, I.ahama,g bt
o Tooh brown Haliimaile |sugar cane \Iaknwao - ,
: &5
| | {:-
} 020, mcluding Medium | Well-drained| 251050 | 164 1o 1500 Dark reddish| Kula, Pane, |Grazing, forest . .\laka\-:aof ]
fnﬂ ”ng terrain, ¥ |brown lo : R B
do : R R ¥
Fine Well-drained | 501090 | 5309 to 2J00 |Dark reddish| Makawao, [Pincapple, ‘Lahaina, .|, 03
brown Honolua grazing \laka\\ao i
Fine Well-drained| 50t090 | 300 to 00 |Dark reddich Makawao, |Pineapple, Lahama, . ,,
et SR Co- C brown ;. Honolua *  |grazing = "+ ‘hka“‘lo; PR Ko
L " Foraze (AIf i) ST LT Lo ‘\9‘-_‘ Aot
W05 ncresyion AUY fani- | . Class a:* Ovel 9 tons Kay' per acre per year L 2
i .t:d live heef gains 110 Clas= b 69 fuis hay jur weae per year '
é ot nrc.' Class o1 36 bis hay § er avie per year
Class d: 2-f s By jer acre per year _
nds per acre per year. Class ¢:  Lesdthan 2 tons hay per acre per year
slimated
fi?‘:‘ e
un s 'per acr { . cq . . .
E pper AUY of estimated Co Comimed cial fur:‘.-l. land: lend vhich is producing, or is
ll‘tds pcr acre péc year capahlqol produsing. usable erops of woods for indus-
lythan 30 acres l’ﬂ' ALY or trial phpoces, Dradusteial products include san logs and
- pulpwold. bt e fucinvad, .
NCo  Nomcofimereis! forest Tand: Tind which is incapable of .
vicling usabls erops of industrial wond bccdu-c ‘of ;g\{ ™
adversefsile conditiors. ?i"
h -‘u'w t'nll'-llllul ’In LK tlu- -
T :llmm-. MiehlS tor individual . IR
' SOURCE: - . : S
DETAILED ;LAND CL&S&:H‘ICATIDN AU
ISLAND OF MAUI . - R
L.S. 5. BULLET'M Mo- 7 L
MAY 1267 7
) pcr acre per year: pa- l
acrc pcr)ear bhanaiwus I
Imn: or-yeur. L
Fpound: per acre per )ear. : I §
rgi)oumh per ‘acre ‘per year; i i _
.1&}: LJ)er-acre per year. t ' 4
g?}‘mu per.acre per year; papa- - A
g{xpcr acre per year; hananas
E Acre per year, _ : ;
{ndsiper acre.per year; papa- Y W." OF ACCOUNTING & GENIRAL snglcn;“
iio‘i ‘er aere: per year; hananas ) ‘ mws&’g;;ﬂ&igf“?
ipt're per year, - o : t STATE. OF HAWAIL -
t .
g ounr]s e aere. pcr year;
i g‘uﬁnds pcl acre per year; .
: it lds pcr acre per year. i A
{
i B
. :
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A=t APARTMENT 0 470 800 1200

B el 7))

H=1 HOTEL

0S8 OPEN SPACE

PK PARK .

PU PUBLIC USE

R=1 RESIDENTIAL .

R=2

R=-3 '

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

PUKALANI GENERAL PLAN MAP

FIGURE 23 - PUKALANI GENERAL PLAN

STATE OF HARALL ® DEPT, OF ACCOUNTING & GENERAL SERVICES

DIVISICN OF PUBLIC WORKS h PLANMING BRANCH
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XU GENERAL PLAN BOUNDARY
L3 COUNIRY TOWN
T rAME DIVERSIFIED AGRICULTURE
? GENERAL AGRICULTURE

COMMERCIAL
A NETAEAT RESOAT
E98 ELEMINTARY / INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL,
L8 UBRARY
» PIS PACPOSED INTERMEDIAN SCHOOL
CP  COMMUNITY PARK
% FRE STATION
NP NECHEOAROOD PARK
PES PROPOCLD CLEMENTARY SCHOOL
PHE PROPOSED HEIDHAOMMOOD PARK
PR P PROPOSED PEGIONAL PANK
E FROPOSED ROADS

PRCPOSED GENERAL PLAN MAP .
Land Use And Public Facilities ® ScaieTn Whies

FIGURE 24 MAKAWAO-PUKALANI~KULA GENERAL PLAN

STATE OF HAWALY L DEPT. OF ACCOUNTING & GENERAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORXS hd PLANNING BRAMHCH
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WATER SUPPLY
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LEQEND

M3 GENERAL PLAN BOUNDARY
mm EXISTING WATER MAINS
== PRAOPOSED WATER LINES

‘ ; 'DAILY AVERAGE
MINIMUM FLOW

Scale tn Miles

FIGURE 26

WATER SUPPLY

STATE OF HAwAl |

DEPT. OF ACCOUNTING & QEMERAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF PUBLIC YORKS

PLANNING BRANCH
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FIGURE 27 RAINFALL

STATE QF Hawal l ® DEPT. OF ACCOUNTING & GEMERAL SERVICES

" DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS b PLANNING BRANCH
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CHAPTER 4
EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE SITES

GENERAL

The alternative sites selected in Chapter 2 were evaluated
against the site evaluation criteria contained in Appendix A
which consists of: (1) the minimum site criteria, (2) the
school site criteria, and (3) community site criteria.

MINIMUM SITE CRITERIA

The evaluation of alternative sites against the minimum site
criteria is shown in Table 2. This evaluation shows that
all of the sites meet the minimum criteria and are therefore
viable sites.

SCHOCOL SITE CRITERIA

The alternative sites were evaluated against the school site
criteria as shown in Table 3.

COMMUNITY SITE CRITERIA

The alternative sites were evaluated against the community
site criteria as shown in Table 4.

TABLE 2

MINIMUM SITE CRITERIA EVALUATION

Hinimum Alternative Sites

Criteria A -] c D E P (] il I X

1. Size 8 68/ - gb/ e/ 8 8 gse/ @ 8 9e/
(8 ac.)

2, Shape 1.311. 1.5:1 2.5:1 1.7:1 2.5:1 1:1 l.8:1  1:1  l.4:1 11
{2.5:1 )

3. Tsunami No No No No No No No No Ko No
(Hazard)

4. Plood Ro No ¥o No Yo No No Ko No No
(Hazard)

S. Landslide o No No Ko No No ¥o No No No
(Potential)

6. Traffic No No No No No Ko No No No No
(Hazard)

7. Timing Yan Yes Yas Yes Yas Yes Yas Yas Yes Yas
(1983~1985)

8. Location Yan Yesn Yas Yas Yeas Yas Yas You Yas Yan
{Sarvice Area)

9. Displacement No No No No No Ko No No No No
(10 or maorae)

10. Pressrvation No No ‘No No No No No . Ro No No
{Destruction)

1l. Conservation tlo No N¢: No No No No No No Ko
{Within) .

A/ Reduced to 64 acres minimum for school=park complex.
b/ Existing KXula Gaohool site available for uss.
g/ Bims iporsased to accommodate iZs slope.

-32-
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S31TE CHARMCTERISTICS
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BE. ‘Soili Rafer to Urban Land Classification Map {Pigure’ .
- I] and Urban Land Category Table {Figure 20).

Dspth

c.

ot
0 UHEONRUOU»
-

o (ta
» |=
ng

z uHmEONMNONY

{

uuunwnunuvl

° roundations
Toure

Site

UHBONNUNWY

Site

GeuEOINOOR»

L]
nn-nuuunanE

' code

siza

Requasted aize
School=park

Requested alze
School=park

Requested size
Requestsd slie
Raquesated size
Reguasted slie
Requented size
Reguasted size

Slops

Rafer to Urban Land Classification Map -
) and Urban Land Category Table (Pigure 20).

Code

IiL
IL
IlL
IaL
IiL
1L
1L .
12L

’ Ian

. IlL

Crisstation

22,59 of WN-SE
22.59 of w-8
22.50 of M-S
22.59 of E-W
22,59 of E-¥
22,59 of NE-SW
22.59 of RW-SE
22.5% of E-W
22,59 of NE-5W
22.59 of NE-SW

Aasthetic Value:

gite

GHEOYNONE»

Remarks

Exinting tress
Forwar pinsapple field
Existing trees and rocks
Tormar plneapple field
rormer plosapple field
former pineapple field
Tormar pineapple fisld
Existing plnaapple fleld
Yormer plhespple field
Yormar plnaapple Zield

&=10
6-10
0-3

6=10
6=10
&=10
6~10
£=10
6=-10
0=3

Rating

L L L L LI -1 ]

Rating

EL LT L E LT L

i

noOaNOwNYON

Rating

aaaoaaoann.

Rating

LLLLLLLLLL]

;

MNORTYOQONYNN

i

bbb L LLLE-L 1]

TABLE 3

SCHOOL SITE CRITERIA EVALUATION

ROADWAY AND UTILITIES

ACCESSIBILITY

ACCESSTAILITE
A Moadvayi Ae Fadestrian
Sita Road Mating Sike Accann Rating
A Okiu Rosd & Maha Rosd r A One aide r
B New road requirsd P B Two sides r
c Kula Highway G c Ons aide r
D New road raguired P ] Ons side | 4
4 Hakani Road r 3 Ona side | 4
r Makani Road r r One side | 4
G Lala Road r [ One slde | 4
] Hakawao Ave., & HaleaXala Rwy, G ] Twvo sides r
I Raleakala MHwy, G I Ons aide ?
J New road ? J One side | 4
B, Mater:s Hefer to Exiwting and Fropomed Water biseri- B. Automobiles
Eution System Maps {Figure 18) for Halku-Makawao-Kula, —_—
Site Roadways Rating
Bite Water Systen Mating -
A One short sida ) ]
A Zxisting &=-inch G [ Two short sides r
B zxisting #-~inch [ c ons long sidas r
c zxiating 18-inch G .} One short side P
D Inprovanant required r ] One short side P
E . Improvesent required r r Cne long aide 4
) 4 existing 6-inch G G One short side P
G Extension required r B Tvo sides [
] New atorage & maing P I One short aide P
I New mtorage & mains P J One short elde 4
- New smtorage & mains P
¢. Bus Service: Ko bus service for all sitas ex
C. Sawer: 3 usaing.
Site Fating D. Traffic Safaty:
A P Sita Strest Rating
:— : A Through strast r
O - P B8 Threugh street r
Z H < Hajor highway G
r » D Dead snd P
G P L Through street r
B P r Through street r
I P c goug: streat ;
) : ough strest
J Cosspoal e I Kajor roadways G
D. DPrainage: \ J , Major highway G
Site - Drainage Systam Rating E. "~ Pedastrian Safaty:
a Naw drain P Bite Hazards Rat
B Exlsting drain r _ . ) . : .
c Existing gully r A Walkvays to he provided
D New drain P B Walkways to be provided -
E Hew drain . . c. _ Pedeatrian_overpass required
r Exlsting gully r ' D Walkvays to provided
G Existing gqully r ' 2 Malkvays to be provided .
B. New drain b I r Walkways to be provided
I Hew drain P . G Walkvays to be provided .
J ¢ Existing gully r H Walkways to be provided
| . - b4 _Malkways to ba'provided * -
E. Towar and Communications: J - Padestrian overpass required .
!
Sice Source Rating
: Txiatiog ¢ ' '
B 2 K
c Existing G . N .
D Existing [ N
E Existing [ .
) 4 Existing [ .
G Existing G
H Existing [ !
3 Existing G L
3 EZxtension reguired r s
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aide
nides
slde
sida
side
sidae
sida
uides
aida
side

jbiles
Roadvays

One short aide
Two short sides
ones long side
Cne short side
Cne short side
Ooa long slde
One short side
. Two sidas
"' - One short side
i One short slds

sing.
Hc ".!.. E
o ‘Street

Through straest
Through atreat
Rajor highway
Deaad end
Through streat
Through strest
Through strect
Through strest

- Major roadways
. .. Majer highway

]:rlln. sihgs

F —

Malkvays to be prmridnd

Malkvays to he provided
‘Malkvays to be provided
Walkwvays to be provided
Malkways to-be 'provided
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Rating
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Ra
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LA LLLLE L LEL
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Rating

N GLLLLTT-LL

Rating

- Pedustrian overpass nqulna

irvices Ko bus mervice for all aites axcept for

NN T

INVIRORHENT

A,

c.

o.

Highway Nolset

Site

UHMEONNDTOE»

Arecralt Nolaee
norma

Rafnfalls
sits

UHREONNDNE»

Dlatance from Highway

200 fr. from Raldwin Ava.

2,000 fr, from resligned Haloakala Hwy.
Adjacent Kula Hwy,

1,100 fr. from Makavwao Ave.

1.100 ft. from Makawao Ave.

300 £r. froa Makavao Ave.
400 fe. from Makawao Ave,
500+ ft. froo resligned Ha
300+ ft. from roaligned Hal
700+« ft. from Xula Hwy.

als Hwy.
kala liwy.

ght patterns of Xahulul Alrport.

Rating

NeNwoOOOwan

The sites are more than 5 miles fzcn the

Fafer to Median Annual Rainfall (Figurs 27).

Rainfall, inches Rating

-~
w
anwYYROOY

Industrial and Agricultural Hulsances:

gite

GHmONMOoONW»

Site

GHEONNE AW

Nuisance Rating

Nonm
Hona
Surrounding panur-

Pasturw &
Pasture &
Pasturu &
Pasture

Pple
Plnsapple

JPasture §

£ield
chicken farm
fiald

fiald
field
field

LALELL L LY Y]

Attractive Nulmances:

Facllitias

1/4 mile 0f Makawao Town .

- 174 mile of SH:gplnq Canter

Less than 1/2 pile from Walakoa Stores

.Ovar 1/2 nllc from Makawao Town

Gver 1/2 mile from Makawas Town
Ovar 1/2 mile from Makawao Town
Ovar 1/2 mile from Makawao Town
1/4 mile of Pukalani Superatte
1/4 mile of Pukalani Superstte
Over 1/2 mile from Pukalani Supazstte

Rating

‘omwannoNwe

2
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GOVERNMENT .
L State Land Use:

C.

Site

QHFI;CI'!NDOU’

County Ganeral Plan:

Designation

Orban

Urban/Rural
Agriculture
Agriculture
Agriculture
Agriculture
Agriculture
Agriculture
Agricultura
Urban

Sita

GHOOGANNLDOD >

Designaticn

Country Town
Public Use
School .
School
Country Town
Country Town
Ageiculture
Country Town
Country Town
Country Town

County Zoning:

Site

GHIZONMDNOGW»

COMMUNITY EFFECTS

A.

C.

Disglnceﬁant
Site

GrEQTUMOOW>

Intarfersnce with Inatitutions:

Zoning

County Interim
Residential

County Interim
County Interim
County Interim
County Intarim
County Interim
County Interim
Residential

Residential

Displacament

J=Farms
Vacant
vacant
Vacant
Vacant
Vvacant
Vacant

Pineapple fiasld
Parm

Vacant

Qr private institutions w

native sites.

gite

GHEOMNON 3

TABLE 4

COMMUNITY SITE CRITERIA EVALUATION

Rating

QuuRUTRYON

Refer to Piguraes 23 and 24.

Rating

ha R R BB B BB MR ]

Ra

L;

[T R B B B B B R Re )

Rating

aGauRanaaany

Thare are no public

Reafer to Figure 4, Alternative Sites.

G.

a 0,5 miles of tha alter-

Agriculture: Refer to Figuras 21 and 22 for Agri-~
cuf:u:aI Land Classification Map and Symbols.

Claasificacion

c45
<21
D4

c49
c49
c49
c50
cal
c21
337

Rating

) g g g ) g v ) g g

-33-

Existing Use:

Site

GHMQMMNOOW»

Traffic:

Sita

GHEQUMUOO @™

(2]

-

14

] P
o
H
(]
-

GHIZIOMNOOD»

Use

Residencas
Vacant
School
Vacant
Vacant
Vacant
Vacant
Agriculture
Agriculture
Vacant

3 Traffic

Leas than 60%
80%

Lass than 60%
Lass than 6&60%
Less than 60%
Lass than 504
Leas than 60%
Lens than 604
Less than 60%
Lass than 60%

3

owner
= Individuals

County
County

(SRR ol ol SR T

= Individuals
= Individuals
= Individuala
= Corporation
= Corporation
= Individuals
= Individuals

Natural Bemuty:

Site

GHEANMEUDODY

Location:

Site % Nithin 0.75 Miles

Ansthatics

Hons
Little vista
Little vista
Rone
None
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COST CONSIDERATION

A major consideration in any site selection study is the
relative costs associated with land acquisition, site devel-
opment, and bus subsidy of each alternative site. These
cost factors are evaluated independently from the school and
community site criteria. This is because the school and

community criteria include general cost factors. For example,

@ particular site may have been rated "poor" based on lack
of water service. However, the inclusion of a new waterline
to the site does not result in a corresponding improvement
to the original "poor" site rating,

The estimated costs for the development of each alternat;ve
Site has been computed in Appendix B and are summarized in
Table 5.

TABLE 5
COMPARATIVE COST CONSIDERATION
Site Acs. pevelommen Deniieiiem: Subsidy | rerooey”

A 2385 187.2 710.6 740.4 2021.2
B 240.5 206.1 115.6 746.9 1313.1
c 225 554.4 ' 260 1046.5 2085.9
D 136 195,6 1059.8 791.8 2183.2
E 166 170.8 199.4 791.8 1328

P 166 158,.4 135.4 811.1 1270.9
G 186 369 280 9502 1785.2
E 187.2 498’ 511.6 1764.8
T 1n 187.2 545 911.6 1814.8
3 365.8 575.8 733.8 920.2 2601.3

ANALYSIS

The evaluation results and the cost considerations are
summarized for all of the alternative sites in Table 6. In
terms of School Site Criteria, alternative Site B has the
best overall rating and is followed closely by Sites F and
B. Alternative Site B also has the best rating in terms of
Community Site Criteria followed by Sites J, C, and D.

The Cost Considerations for the alternative sites show that
Alternative Site F has the least comparative cost followed
closely by Site B and Site E.

Based on the evaluation criteria and the cost congiderations,
it appears that Sites B and F have the best potential for
selection as the schoeol site. However, since the review

closer examination. The following comparison of the differ-
ences among Sites B, D, and F is provided in Table 7.
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TABLE 7

COMPARISON OF ORIGINAL RATING DIFFERENCES

SITE
D

SCHOOL SITE CRITERIA

Size

Shape

Contours

Roadway

Water

Drainage

Pedestrian
Automobile

Traffic Safety
Rainfall

Industrial & Agricultural
Attractive Nuisances

Nuisances

Yoo QoEa®

QYYD

G g AEggnl

G (Good)
F (Fair)
P (Poor)

SN RS ]

W w

L v

COMMUNITY SITE CRITERIA

State Land Use
County General Plan
County Zoning
Traffic

-Land Owner

Natural Beauty

HaOnoam

mHY oYy

GY ' g My g

G (Good)
F (Fair)
P (Poor)

(=0 ¥

[V S )

N W=

L

If these three sites were purchased and developed based on
the comparative cost items in Appendix B, the differences
between the three sites would be reduced to the evaluation
items shown in Table 8.

S S B

L.}
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COMPARISON OF IMPROVED RATING DIFFERENCES

TABLE 8

SIT
B D F
SCHOOL SITE CRITERIA
Size G G F
Shape G F G
Contours F G P
.Pedestxian B F P.
Rainfall - G P P
Industrial & Agricultural Nuisances G F F
Attractive Nuisances P G G
G {Good) 4 3 2
F (Fair) 2 3 2
P (Poor) 1 I 3
COMMUNITY SITE CRITERIA
State Land Use G P P
County General Plan G G F
County Zoning G F F
Traffic G P P
Land Owner G F F
Natural Beauty F G G
G (Good) 5 2 1
F (Fair) 1l 2 3
P (Poor) 0 2 2

The preceding summary shows that Alternative Site B has the

best rating in terms of both School Site Criteria and Commu-
nity Site Criteria. Site B will cost approximately $42,000

more than Site F and $870,000 less than Site D based on the

following costs:

Site F $1,270,900 $42,000
Site B $l,313,1005§
Site D $2,183,200 $870,100

-36-
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The following summary of pertinent review comments from
various governmental agencies, community organizations and
individuals is provided:

l. U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service - Concerned about use
of prime agricultural lands for other than agricultural
uses. Recommends that either Sites A, B, or J be selected
based on their existing Urban zoning.

2. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Pointed out potential
overland floocd flows through Site E.

3. State Department of Planning and Economic Development -
Suggests that community support for Site D be evaluated.

4. State Department of Education - Stated that Maui District
favors Site D and requested further study on the improve-
ments required for Site D. Maui County has confirmed
the need for roadway improvements to Site D.

5. State Department of Agriculture - Strongly opposes
selection of a school site in Agricultural District and
recommends Site B be selected because Pukalani can best
contain urbanization.

6. State Department of Transportation - Expressed concern
on traffic hazards for Sites € and J along Kula Highway.
Also pedestrian safety concerns for Sites B, Hand I
until Haleakala Highway is realigned to bypass Pukalani.

7. University of Hawaii Environmental Center — Raised
questions concerning evaluation criteria relevance and
suggested that a larger school site which can accommo-
date a future high school site be considered. Also,
provisions for community input should be included in the
site selection process.

8. Maui County Mayor Cravalho =- Supports Site D based on
adjacent recreational facilities.

9. Maui County Planning Department - Supports Site D based
on adjacent park and Makawao General Plan.

10. Maui County Parks Department - Supports schocol-park
complex at either Makawao (Site D) or Pukalani (Site B).

11l. Maui District School Advisory Council - Supports Site

12. Makawao School P.T.A. - Supports Site D and urges early
completion of the school.

13. FKula School P.T.A. - Some members do not want an
intermediate school. The P.T.A. supports a high school

-37-



14.

in lieu of an intermediate school and recommends that if
an intermediate school is provided, adequate land. be
acquired for a future high school.

Individuals -~ Nineteen persons indicated their support
for Site D based upon the adjacent recreational facilities.

38~
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APPENDIX A
SITE EVALUATION CRITERIA

GENERAL

Criteria for this school were established as ideal standards
with which to evaluate each of the alternative sites. All
prospective school sites, however, should meet certain
minimum criteria as established by the Department of Edu-
cation (DOE) and the Department of Accounting and General
Services (DAGS). Sites not meeting the minimum criteria
will be eliminated from further consideration unless they
are shown on the County General Plan.

Only sites meeting the minimum site criteria and sites
designated on the County General Plan will be evaluated
against the school and community site criteria and have
their comparative cost computed. The schocl and community
site criteria ratings and the comparative cost analysis will
form the basis for recommending the alternative school site

to be selected.

MINIMUM SITE CRITERIA

A. Size: The site must contain enough usable land to meet
the following DOE acreage requirements:

ACREAGE REQUIREMENTS
FOR NCW SCHOOLS

. . Acreage

" Buildings 3

1 Type Enroliment Playfields | Opcn Space |Parking | Set Backs ] Total

T |5, w . % 1 5 1 5

5 [ mter. w | n . w | w7

K" | high B T 10 5 2 3 20

] . ’

: Elex. 1000 . ¥ 2 1 1L 8

I 1 Inter. 1200 % | 9w 1 2. | 2
] g High 2000 - 17 9 5 30

Mote 1 - Bullding znd open space acreage assumes finger type construction, and

one amd two-story consiruction for alerentary and {ntermegiata schools,
and one to three-siory constructicn for high schools,

Msta 2 - Totals assuma all acreage is usable with slupes not to exceed J percent,

‘Hote 3 - Acreage requiresents for enroliment between Minimua and Maximes:
Elementary - 1 acra per 300* students in excess of 402
Intermediate - 1 acre par 250* students in excess of 400
High =1 acre per 150* students in excess of 750

Note & - If a schoa) adjoins a county park, uo m'so: of the playfisild requirement
miy be satisfind by Jnint use agreemenc permitting QOE priority use of
designated park facilities Juring school hours.

t{or fraction thereof)

A-1



K.

Shape: The length to width ratio of the site must not
exceed 2.5 to 1. Higher length-width ratios severely
restrict the design flexibility of the complex and
placement of facilities in their optimum arrangement.

Tsunami: The site must not be in a tsunami inundation
zone as established by the Tsunami Research Center of
the Hawaii Institute of Geophysics.

Flood: The site must not be in a major flood plain
exposed to excessive storm water runoff if adequate
drainage provisions, i.e. culverts, lined channels,
etc., cannot be made at a reasonable cost.

tandslide: The site must not be located within a known
or potential landslide area.

Traffic: The site must not be located in an area

Razardous from the standpoint of pedestrian and traffic

safety unless adequate safety provisions can be made.

Timing: The acquisition of the site must be possible
early enough to allow enough construction time to meet
DOE's scheduled school opening date.

Location: The site must be within the ultimate service
area.

Displacement: The site must be obtained without the
relocation of ten or more families.

Preservation: The development must be such that no
historic, cultural, or scenic buildings or sites will
be destroved.

Conservation: The site must not be located in a State
Iand Use conservation District.

SCHOOL SITE CRITERIA

A,

Site Characterxistics

1. Size:

a. Good - The site is the minimum size because
an adjacent park will be used to meet the
school's playground requirements.

b. Fair - The site is the requested size or
larger.

c. Poor - The site is between the minimum and
requested size.

z
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2. SloEe:

a.

b.

Good - The average slope of the site is
between 1 and 3%.

Fair - The average slope of the site is
between 4 and 10%.

Poor - The average slope of the site is
greater than 10%.

3. Shape: The shape should generally be rectangular.

a.
b.

c.

Gooed - Length-width ratio 1.0:1.0 to 1.6:1.0.
Fair - Length-width ratio 1.7:1.0 to 2,0:1.0.
Poor - Length-width ratio 2.1:1.0 +o 2.5:1.0.

4. Foundation: .University of Hawaii Land Study
Bureau Urban Land Classification Soil Character

Code.

=18

b.

C.

5. Soil:

a.

C.

Good - Soil Character Codes I, II, VIII, and
IX.

Falr - Soil Character Codes, III, IV, VI, and
VII.

Poor - Soil Character Code V with depth to
consolidated material of 15 feet or less.

Good - The site is composed of non-rocky soil
with a depth over 10 feet or coral or rocky
soil with a depth over 15 feet.

Falr - The site is composed of non-rocky soil
with a 6 to 10-foot depth or coral or rocky
soil with a depth of 11 to 15 feet.

Poor - The site is composed of (1) non-rocky
soil with a 0 to 5-foot depth or (2) coral or
rocky soil with a depth less than 11 feet or
(3) marshy soil or (4) lava.

6. Contours: Alignment for ventilation and sun
glare. -

a.

Good - The alignment of the contours falls
within 22.59 of the east-west direction or
the slope is 3% or less.

A-3



Fair - The alignment of the contours falls
within 22,59 of the north-south or northwest-
southeast direction.

Pooxr -~ The alignment of the contours falls
within 22.5° of the northeast-~southwest
direction.

7. Aesthetic Value:

a.

Good ~ The site has some natural beauty in
the form of trees, plants, brooks, rock
formations, etc. which can be preserved and
integrated into the school campus. The site
is not crossed by overhead utility lines.

Fair - The site lacks most of the desirable
natural beauty but still has the potential of
becoming a beautiful campus through proper
landscaping. The site is not crossed by
overhead lines.

Poor - The site has no natural beauty what-
soever. The site is crossed by overhead
lines.

B. Roadway and Utilities

1. Roadwax:

a.

b.

Good - The site has adequate roadways to meet
the ultimate school needs.

Fair - The site will have adequate roadways
vwhich will be developed or require some
widening to serve the interim and ultimate
needs of the school.

Poor - The site has no adequate roadways and
will require the construction of a roadway
system to specifically meet the school needs.

2. Water:

a.

Good - The site has adequate water pressure
and capacity available to meet the ultimate
school needs,

Fair - The existing water service is insuf-
ficient but adequate service is being developed
which will meet the interim and ultimate

needs of the school. .

71
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¢. Poor - The site has inadequate water service
and will require the development or extension
of a water system to specifically meet the
school needs.

3. Sewer:

a. Good - The site has adequate sewer lines
available to meet the ultimate school needs.

b. PFair - The site will have adequate sewer
service which is being developed to serve the
interim and ultimate needs of the school.

c. Poor - The site has no sewer service and will
require the construction of cesspools or a
sewage treatment plant to meet the school
needs.

-

4. Drainage:

a. Good - The site has adequate drainage facil-
ities available to meet the ultimate school
needs.

b. Fair - The site will have adeguate drainage
facilities which are being developed to serve
the interim and ultimate needs of the school.

¢. Poor - The site has no drainage facility and
may require the development of a drainage
system to specifically meet the school needs.

5. Power and Communications:

a. Good ~ The site has adequate existing power
and communications available to meet the
ultimate school needs.

b. Fair = The site will have adequate power and
communications which are being develcped to
serve the interim and ultimate needs of the
school.

c. Poor - The site has insufficient power or
communications available and will require
improvement on these services to serve the
school needs.

C. Accessibility

. 1. Pedestrian:

a. Good - The site has pedestrian access from
three sides.

A-5
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5.

b. Fair - The site has pedestrian access from
two sides.
€. Poor - The site has pPedestrian access £from
only one side.
Automobile:
a. Good - The site hag roadways along one short
side and one long side.
b. Fair - The site has roadways along one long
side or two short sides,
C. Poor - The site has a roadway only along one
short side.
Bus Service:
4. Good ~ The site is served by a major bus line

Ce.

running through the service area.

Fair - A major bus line pPasses within reason-~
able (0.5 mile) distance of the site,

Poor - No bus service ig available,

Traffic Safety:

d.

b.

Access to the site ig off a major roadway
Passing through the sexrvice area,

Fair - Access to the site is via a through
street capable of handling the heavy traffic
at school opening ang closing hours.

Poor - Access to the site is via a dead end
roadway.

Pedestrian Safety:

a.

Good - Adequate and safe walkways/shoulders
to the site are available along the school
access road.

FPair - safe walkways/shoulders to the site
will be provided along the school access
road,

Poor - The site may require traffie signals
and/or pedestrian overpasses in addition to
walkway/shoulder improvements, .

22 1.7 1
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Environment

1.

2.

3.

Highway Noise:

Major Highway - A highway with posted speed limits
of 35 mph or more.

Freeway - A controlled access highway with posted
speed limits of 45 mph or more.

Truck Route ~ A roadway designated as such by the
Department of EHealth.

The measured distance to be used in the application
of the Highway Noise Criteria shall be the distance
from the center of the traffic lane closest to the
alternative site to the building setback line of
the site,

&. Good - The site is more than 1,500 feet away
from major highways, freeways and truck
routes.

b. Fair - The site is 500 feet to 1,500 feet
away from major highways, freeways and truck
routes to keep the motor vehicular noise
level down to a level where normal conver-
sation can be heard.

¢. Poor - The site is within 500 feet of a major
highway, freeway or truck route.

Ailrcraft Noise:

a. Good ~ The site is more than a mile away from
the normal aircraft flight patterns into and
out of airports and air bases.

b. Fair - The site is far enough away (0.5 to 1
mile) from the normal f£light patterns to keep
the noise level down to a level where normal
conversation can be heard.

€. Poor - The site is directly under (0 to 0.5
mile) the approach and takeoff patterns.

Rainfall:

a. Good - The site has a median annual rainfall
less than 30",

b. Fair - The site has a median annual rainfall
between 30" to 39.9",



c. Poor - The site has a median annual rainfall
greater than 40%.

4. Industrial and Agricultural Nuisances:

a. Good - The site is free from noise, dust,
odors, smoke, and other nuisances created by
industrial or agricultural activities.

b. Fair - The noise, dust, odors, smoke, etc.
nuisances from industrial or agricultural
activities are at worst periodic but well
within the limits of human toleration.

c. DPoor - The above mentioned nuisances cause
considerable discomfort and hamper school
activities.

5. Attractive Nuisances:

a. Good - The site is more than a half mile from
those commercial enterprises (bowling alleys,
pool halls, stores, etc.) that may attract
students during school hours.

b. Fair - The site is reasonably far (0.25 to
0.5 mile) from distracting commercial centers.

c. Poor - The site is within a quarter mile of
undesirable commercial enterprises.

COMMUNITY SITE CRITERIA

A, Government

1. State Land Use District Map:

a. Good - The site is within an Urban District.
b. Fair - The site is within a Rural District.

c. Poor - The site is in an Agricultural or
Conservation District.

2. County General Plan:

a. Good - The site is designated for school or
institutional use.

b. Fair - The site is designated for residential,
apartment, or park use.

c. Poor - The site is designated for commercial,
hotel, industrial, agricultural, or open
space use.

A-8
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3. County Zoning:

a. Good - The site is zoned residential.
b. Fair - The site is zoned agricultural.

¢. Poor - The site is zoned hotel, business,
industrial, apartment or preservation.

B. Community Effects

l. Displacement:

a. Good - The site may be acquired without
relocating any family, farm, or business.

b. Fair - The site may be acgquired without
relocating any farm or business or more than
five families and living units.

¢. Poor - The site cannot be acquired without
the relocation of farms, businesses, or more
than five families.

2. Interference with Institutions:

a. Good - The site is greater than 0.5 mile from
hospitals, rest homes, and any other institu~
tion which may be disturbed by large groups
of students.

b. Fair - The site is far enough away (0.25 to
0.5 mile) from any hospital, rest home, etc.
so that any disturbance to the institution by
the activities of the school will be minimal,

c. Poor - The site is adjacent to a hospital,
rest home, or similar institution which may
be disturbed by the activities of the school.

3. Agriculture: University of Hawaii Land Study
Bureau Agricultural Land Classification Produc-
tivity Rating.

a. Good - The site is located on land with wvery
poor (E) productivity rating.

b. Fair - The site is located on land with fair
(C) to poor (D) productivity rating.

¢. Poor - The site is located on land with very
good (A) to good (B) productivity rating.
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6.

7.

Existing Use: In changing the existing use of the

site

to school use, there should be a minimum

amount of disruption to the existing pattern of
living of the community.

Good - The site is vacant and unused.

a'

b. Fair - The site is being used for government
agencies or institutions.

c. Poor - The site is being used for agricul-
ture, residences or private businesses.

a. Good - The site is located such that 80% of
the morning work-bound traffic from the
service area coincides with the school-bound
traffic.

b. Fair - The site is located such that 70% of
the morning work-bound traffic from the
service area coincides with the school-bound
traffic.

¢. DPoor - The site is located such that less
than 60% of the morning work-bound traffic
from the service area coincides with the
school-bound traffic.

Land Owners:

a. Good — The site is entirely owned by the
Federal, State, or County government.

b. Fair - The site is owned by less than three
individuals or business corporations.

c. Poor - The site is owned by more than two

individuals or business corporations.

Natural Beauty:

Qe

Good - The site is not an aesthetic asset to
the community and will not interfere with
scenic vistas when it is developed into a
school.

Fair - The site has little aesthetic value to
the community or may partially obstruct
scenic vistas when it is developed into a
school.

A-10
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¢. Poor -~ The site is an aesthetic asset to the
community or will obstruct scenic vistas when
it is developed into a school.

Location:

a. Good - The site is within reasonable walking
distance (0.75 mile) of 75% of the students.

b. Fair - The site is within reasonable walking
distance of 50% of the students.

¢. Poor - The site is within reasonable walking
distance of less than 50% of the students.

COST CONSIDERATIONS

A major consideration in any site evaluation study is the
relative costs associated with the land acguisition, site
development, and bus subsidy of each alternative site.

A.

BI

Land Acquisition

l.

The following items are included in the land acqui-
sition costs: .

Land Acquisition: The estimated fair market value

. of the building, land, and easements is used.

This is obtained by using the Tax Office appraised
value of the building and land together with an
analysis of recent sales in the area. Consultant
and staff costs are included since they .vary with
the number of parcels to be acquired.

Although State land would seemingly have no ‘land
acquisition cost per se, there is a cost to the
State in terms of the alternative uses to which
the land could be used. Therefore, for State
land, the estimated fair market value based on the
highest and best alternative use of the land
according to the County General Plan is used as
the land acquisition cost.

Relccation of Displacees: Included in this item
are the relocation payments to all tenants, owners,
farms, and businesses that are displaced. Con-
sultant and staff costs are included here since
they vary with the number of tenants to be relo-
cated. - .

On-Site Development

The following cost items are included in the on-site
development costs: .



c.

1. Grading: Cost of grading necessary to adapt the
existing topographic features for buildings, play
areas, and other facilities.

2, Utilities: Additional costs of making utility
connections, viz. water and sewer, due to adverse
conditions.

3. Drainage: Cost of constructing major drainage
facilities (lined channels, large culverts, ete.)
if site is in a flood plain.

4. Foundation: Aadditicnal foundation cost due to
adverse subsurface conditions.

5. Clearing: Cost of removing existing structures.

O0ff-Site Development

The following cost items are included in the off~site
development costs:

l. Utilities: Cost of providing additional lines or
increasing sizes due to additional loads imposed
by the school.

2. Drainage: Cost of constructing additional drainage
facilities to accommodate the proposed runoff
pattern of the school.

3. Access Roads: Cost of constructing necessary
access roadways to the site if none is available.

Bus Subsidy

An allowance for bus transportation is provided to
students residing more than one mile (road distance)
away from the school. For purposes of this study the
costs of the monthly subsidies over a 20-year period
are computed and compared for each alternative site.

| B
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APPENDIX B

COST COMPUTATIONS

LAND ACQUISITION

The estimated land values for the alternative sites were

developed from current sales data from the State Tax

Department. The following estimated values are provided:

Makawao =~ Urban residential $3.00/s.£.
Urban acreage $45,000/ac.
Agriculture acreage $20,000/ac.

Pukalani - Urban residential $2.75/s.£.
Rural residential $1.25/s.£.
Agricultural acreage $20,000/ac.

Kula - Agriculture acreage $25,000/ac.

A, Land Value

The following land values were computed for each site:

Site Area Type Unit Cost Land Cost
A 8 ac. Urban $45,000 $360,000
4 ac. Urban $40,000 $160,000
2% ac. Rural $30,000 $75,000
c 9 ac. Agriculture $25,000 $225,000
D 6% ac. Agriculture $20,000 $130,000
E 8 ac. Agriculture $20,000 $160,000
F 8 ac. Agriculture $20,000 $160,000
.G 9 ac. Agriculture $20,000 $180,000
H 8 ac. Agriculture $20,000 5160,000
I 8 ac. Agriculture $20,000 $160,000
J 9 ac. Urban $40,000 $360,000

B. Acqguisition Costs

In addition to the cost of the land, additional acqui-
sition costs will be required as follows:

Site Bldgsd/ Appraisal®/ Titlec/ Reloc.d/ sStaffe/ Total
A None $3,500 $3,000  $15,000  $3,500 $25,000
B None $2,500 $1,000 $2,000  §5,500
c None 0 0 0 0

L)

A/ Based on current tax assessment multiplied by 1.43.
b/ $2,000 plus $500 for each lot.

c/ $1,000 per lot.

g/ $5,000 for each family, farm, or business.

e/ $2,000 plus $500 per dispiacee,

!
el

.
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D None $2,500 $1,000 0 $2,500
E None $2,500 $1,000 ] $2,500
F None §2,500 1,000 0 $2,500
G None $2,500 $1,000 0 $2,500
H None $2,500 $1,000 $5,000 $2,500
I  None $2,500 $1,000 $5,000 $2,500
J None 52,500 $1,000 0 $2,000
Land Acquisition Cost Summary
Land Acquisition
Site Value Cost Total
A $360,000 $25,000 $385,000
B $§235,000 $5,500 $240,500
c $225,000 0 $225,000
D $130,000 $6,000 $136,000
E $160,000 $6,000 $166,000
F $160,000 $6,000 $166,000
G $180,000 $6,000 $186,000
H $160,000 $11,000 $171,000
I $160,000 $11,000 $171,000
J $360,000 $5,500 $365,500

ON-SITE DEVELOPMENT

$6,000
$6,000
$6,000
$6,000

$11,000
511,000

$5,500

Each alternative site will have development work items that
will cost the same and others that will differ or are unique

to individual sites.

The cost computations that follows are

made only for items that differ in cost or are unique to

individual sites.

A,

Site A

Grading: 8 acres @ 6% slope = 5,700 cy/ac
Cost = 45,600 cy @ $4/cy

Utilities:

1. Water - No exceptional on-site cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical - No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: ©No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on~site cost.

Clearing: Grub 8 acres

Cost = 8 ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

(See Figures on pages B~l5 to B-27.)

$182,400

0

4,800

$187,200

1.2 ..

g.

S
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Site B

Grading: 6% acres @ B % slope = 7,200 cy/ac
Cost = 46,800 cy € $4/cy

Utilities:
1. Water - Extend water main from Iolani
Street to site.
Cost = 500 1£f 8" main @ $30/1lf
2. Sewer - No exceptional costs anticipated.

3. BElectrical - No exceptional costs antici-
pated.

Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 6% acvres
Cost = 6% ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site C

Grading: 9 acres @ 12% slope = 10,100 cy/ac
Cost = 90,900 cy @ $6/cy

Utilities:

l. Water -~ No exceptional on-site cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical -~ No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Clear and grub 9 acres
Cost = 9 ac @ $1,000/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site D

Grading: 6% acres @ 4% slope = 4,200 cy/ac
Cost = 27,300 cy @ $4/cy

$187,200

15,000

3,900
$206,100

$545,400
0

9,000

$554,400

$109,200



Utilities:

1. Water - Extend water main from Makawao
Avenue to site.
Cost = 1,000 1f 8" main @ $30/1f

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical - No excepticnal on-site cost.

Drainage:

Site D will require additiocnal on-site drainage
improvements over the other sites based on the
existing drainage easement through the site. It
will be necessary to extend the existing drainage
improvement along the northeast boundary from the
park site to the makai gully.

Cost = 700 1f 48" CMP @ $75/1f

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 6% acres
Cost = 6% ac x $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
{exclusive of similar cost items)

Site B

Grading: B8 acres @ 4% slope = 4,200 cy/ac
Cost = 33,600 cy € $4/cy

Ugtilities:

l. Water -~ No exceptional on-site cost.
2, Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.
3. Electrical - No exceptional on-site cost.

Drainage:

This site is bisected by a swale which drains
an area of approximately 135 acres and is
vulnerable to overland flood flows. Accord-
ingly, the site will require construction of
a diversion ditch and drainage culvert to
accommodate potential flood waters through
the school site safely.

Cost = Excavate %00 cy @ $6/cy $ 5,400
Plus 350 1f 48" CMP @ $75/1f 26,250

30,000

52,500

3,900

$195,600

$134,400
0

31,650



Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grubk 8 acres
Cost = 8 ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost itens)

Site F

Grading: 8 acres @ 5% slope = 4,800 cy/ac
Cost = 38,400 cy @ $4/cy

Utilities:

1. Water - No exceptional on-site cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical -~ No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 8 acres
Cost = 8 ac & $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site G

Grading: 9 acres @ 12% slope = 10,100 cy/ac
Cost = 90,300 cy € $4/cy

Utilities:

1. Water - No exceptional on-gsite cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical - No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 9 acres
Cost = 9 ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site H

Grading: 8 acres € 6% slope = 5,700 cy/ac
Cost = 45,600 cy @ $4/cy

4,800
$170,850

$153,600
0

4,800
$158,400

' $363,600

0

5,400
$369,000

$182,400
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Utilities:

1. Water - No exceptional on-site cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical - No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 8 acres
Cost = 8 ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site I

Grading: 8 acres @ 6% slope = 5,700 cy/ac
= Cost = 45,600 cy @ $4/cy

Utilities:

1. Water - No exceptional on-site cost.

2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.

3. Electrical - No exceptional on-site cost.
Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost.

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost.

Clearing: Grub 8 acres
Cost = 8 ac @ $600/ac

Total On-Site Development Cost
(exclusive of similar cost items)

Site J

Grading: 9 acres @ 12% slope = 10,100 cy/ac
Cost = 90,900 cy @ $6/cy

Utilities:
l. Water - Extend water line f£rom Kula
Highway to site.
Cost = 500 1f 8" main @ $30/1f
2. Sewer - No exceptional on-site cost.
3. Electrical - Extend feeder line from

Kula Highway to site,
Cost = 500 1f @ $20/1f

4,800

$187,200

$182,400
0

4,800

$187,200

$545,400

15,000

10,000
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Drainage: No exceptional on-site cost. 0

Foundation: No exceptional on-site cost. 0
Clearing: Grub 9 acres

Cost = 9 ac @ $600/ac ‘ 5,400

Total On-Site Development Cost $575,800

(exclusive of similar cost items)

OFF-SITE DEVELOPMENT

Each alternative site will have development work items that
will cost the same and others that will differ or are unique
to individual sites. The cost computations that follows are
made only for items that differ in cost or are unique to
individual sites.

A. Site A

Water: Existing 6-~inch main along Maha and
Ukiu Roads.

Drainage:

This site will require off-site drainage improve-
ments to convey the runoff from the proposed
school development. The cost of installing a
drain line along Ukiu and Maha Roads and acquir-
ing a drainage easement to a gully is computed

as follows:

Drain Line 1,800 1f 24" RCP @ $40/1f $72,000
Easement 60 £t long by 10 ft wide
e $3/sf _ 1,800
Drainage Cost $ 73,800

Electrical: Existing electrical service along
Ukiu Road.’

Access Road:;

This site will require widening of Maha and
Ukiu Roads from Baldwin Avenue and Makawao

Avenue. The existing right-of-way will be

increased from 20 ft. to 44 ft. This cost

is estimated as follows:

Land Acquisition
24 £t by 3,000 1f = 72,000 sf

72,000 sf @ $3/sf $216,000
Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs
31 parcels @ $2,000 62,000
B-7
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Road Construction
3,000 1f @ $92/1f 276,000

Administration, Design, Contingency

30% 82,800

Total 0ff-Site Cost
Site B

Water: Existing 8~inch main along Iolani
Street.

Drainage: Existing drain line on Iolani
Street.

Electrical: Existing electrical service on
Iolani Street,

Access Road:

Construct new access road from Pukalani
Street to school site. Extend existing
elementary school road.

Land Acguisition
None (County land)

Road Construction
1,000 1f @& $92/1fF $ 92,000

Administration, Design, Contingency

30% 27,600

Roadway Cost
Total Off-Site Cost
Site C

Water: Existing l8-inch main along makai
boundary.

Drainage: Use sheet flow to Calasa Road and
Inu Place.

Electrical: Existing service along RKula
Highway.

Access Road:

Existing vehicular access from Kula Highway.
Provide pedestrian overpass for students
across highway.

636,800

$710,600

$119,600

$119,600

)
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Overpass Construction $200,000
Administration, Design, Contingency
30% 60,000
Roadway Cost $260,000
Total Off-Site Cost $260,000
Site D

Water: Existing l2-inch main along Makawao
Avenue.

Drainage: Existing drainage ditch.

Electrical: Existing sexrvice on Makawao
Avenue.

Access Roads:

Widen Makani Road from Makawao Avenue to
school site by increasing right-of-way
from 40 £t. to 44 ft. Construct 44 ft.
roadway from Makani Road to school site.

Land Acquisition
4 ft by 1,100 1f = 4,400 sf @ $3/sf § 13,200
44 £t by 1,000 1f = 44,000 sf @ $1/sf 44,000

Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs

3 parcels @ $2,000 6,000
Road Construction
1,100 1f @ $80/1f 88,000
1,000 1£ @ $92/1f 92,000
Administration, Design, Contingency
30% 54,000
Roadway Cost § 297,200

Widen Ukiu and Maha Roads from Baldwin
Avenue to Makawao Avenue by increasing
right-of-way from 20 ft. to 44 ft.
Construct new 44 f£t. roadway from Maha
Road to school site.

Land Acquisition
24 £t by 3,000 1f = 72,000 sf
44 £t by 500 1f = 22,000 sf
94,000 sf£ @ $3/sf $282,000

Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs
31 parcels @ $2,000 62,000



Road Construction
3,500 1f @ $92/1f 322,000

Administration, Design, Contingency

30% 96,600

Roadway Cost
Total Off-Site Cost
Site E
Water: Replace existing 6~inch main with
8-inch main from Makawao Avenue to
site.
1,100 1f @ $30/1f
Drainage: Existing gully below site.

Electrical: Existing service on Makani Road.

Access Road:

Widen Makani Road from Makawao Avenue to school
site by increasing the right-of-way from 40 ft.
to 44 ft.

Land Acquisition
4 £t by 1,400 1f = 5,600 sf
5,600 Sf @ $3/sf $ 16,800

Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs
2 parcels @ $2,000 4,000

Road Construction
1,400 1f @ $80/1f 112,000

Administration, Design, Contingency

30% 33,600

Roadway Cost
Total Off-Site Cost
Site F
Water: Replace existing 6-inch main with
8~inch main from Makawao Avenue to
site.
900 1f @ $30/1f
Drainage: Existing service on Makani Road.

Electrical: Existing service on Makani Road.

B-10

762,600

$1,059,800

$ 33,000

166,400

$199,400

$ 27,000
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Accesgs Road:

Widen Makani Road from Makawao Avenue to school
site by increasing the right-of-way from 40 ft.
to 44 f£t.

Land Acquisition
4 £t by 900 1f = 3,600 sf
3,600 sf @ $3/sf $ 10,800

Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs
2 parcels @ $2,000 4,000

Road Construction
900 1f @ $80/1% 72,000

Administration, Design, Contingency

30% 21,600

Roadway Cost
Total Off-Site Cost
Site G

Water: 1Install new 8-inch main from Makawao
Avenue along Laie Drive.

1,200 1£ @ $30/1f
Drainage: Use sheet flow to existing gully.
Electrical: Existing service along Laie Drive,

Access Road:

.Widen Laie Drive from Makawac Avenue to Makawao

Avenue by increasing the right~of-way from 40
ft. to 44 ft.

Land Acquisition
4 £t by 2,000 1f = 8,000 sf

8,000 sf @ $3/sf $ 24,000
Appraisal, Title, Staff Costs
6 parcels @ $2,000 12,000

Road Construction
2,000 1f @ $80/1f 160,000

Administration, Design, Contingency
30% 48,000
Roadway Cost .

Total Off-Site Cost

B-11
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$135,400

$ 36,000

244,000

$280,000



Site H

Water: New storage and distribution system

required.
Pump, controls, & building $1C0,000
0.3 mg reservoir 150,000
6,000 1f 12-inch transmis-
sion line 150,000
l-acre pump & reservolr site 20,000
Water Cost $420,000

Drainage:

Electrical:

Construct 1,500 1f. of 36-inch
drain along Makawao Avenue to
existing gully.

1,500 1f 36-inch RCP @ $50/1f 75,000

Existing service along Makawao
Avenue.

Access Road: Existing access from Makawao

Avenue and Haleakala Highway.

Total Off-Site Cost $495,000
Site I
Water: Same improvements as Site H. $420,000

Drainage:

Construct 2,500 1f. of 36-inch
drain along Haleakala Highway
and Makawao Avenue to existing

gully.
2,500 1f 36-inch RCP @ $50/1f 125,000
Electrical: Existing service along Haleakala
Highway.
Access Road: Existing access from Haleakala
Highway.
Total Off-Site Cost $545,000
Site J
Water: Same improvements as Site H. $420,000

Drainage:
Electrical:

Use sheet flow to existing gully.

Existing service along Rula Highway.

B-12
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Access Road: Construct access road from Kula
Provide
pedestrian overpass for students
across highway.

Highway to school site.

Land Acquisition - Included with school site.

Road Construction
500 1f @ $92/1f

Overpass Construction

Administration, Design, Contingency

30%

Roadway Cost

$ 46,000

200,000

73,800

Total Off-Site Cost

BUS SUBSIDY

The bus subsidy costs for the
based on the enrollment projec

elementary feeder schools.

A,

Enrollment Percentage

School K-6 Enrollment i
Makawao 600 35
Pukalani 760 45
Kula 350 20

100

Total 1,710

319,800

$739,800

alternative sites were computed
tions by the DOE for the three

7-8 Enrollment

100

175
225

500

The estimated number of students residing within one mile

of each alternative site
centage of urban or rura

the site as follows:

Site Location Zoned Acreage
A Makawao 540 Urban
B Pukalani 1050 Urban
(o} Kula 1735 Rural
D Makawao 540 Urban
E Makawao 540 Urbhan
F Makawao 540 Urban
G Makawao 540 Urban
H Pukalani 1050 Urban
I Pukalani 1050 Urban
J Pukalani 1050 Urban

Acrea

ge

within 1 mile

473
703
193
400
400
375
175
350
350
325

was computed based on the per-
1 zoned land within a mile of
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Site Local Students

QHIZQAEEBOOWE

175
225
100
175
175
175
175
225
225
225

Bussing Cost

No. Walking

154
151

1l
130
130
121

No.

Bussed

346
349
489
370
370
379
444
426
426
430

The bus subsidy costs are computed based on the following:

PWT=PW1+ LU B ) PW20

Where:

i

P.W. = Present worth cost

(SPi-n}

(PSe~n)

Since i =

following:

n
-
g
o

GHZIOEMEMOOWR

P(SP6-1) N(PS6-1) + ... R(SP6-20) N(PS6-20)

R = $107/year regular annual bus subsidy per
student based on data provided by Central
Division, DAGS

N

n

i

=]

6% and e = 6%,
each other so that the above equation is reduced to the

PW = RNn
Students

346
349
489
370
370
379
444
426
426
430

Present worth

Number of years
6% interest

6% escalation

Escalation factor

= 107 (N)20 = $2140N

"Cost/Student Cost/Site
$2140 $740,440
$2140 $746,860
$2140 81,046,460

T 82140 $791,800
$2140 $791,800
$2140 $811,060
$2140 $950,160
$2140 $911,640
$2140 $911,640
$2140 $920,200

B-14
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C. Summary of Costs

Ttem — 5 . Altegnacivaj.‘;ita . T -
Land Acquisiticn iss.0 240.5 225.0) 136.0 166.0| 166.0 186.0 171.0 171.0 365.5
On-5ite Cost 187.2 206.1 554.4 | 195.6 170.8 | 1508.4 369.0 187.2 | 1l87.2 575.8
OIE-Sib..COIt 710.6 11%.6 260.0 | 1059.8 199.4 135.4 280.0 495.0 545.0 739.8
Buasing 740.4 F46.9 | 1046.5 791.8 791.8 811.1 950,2 911.6 911.6 920.2
Total Cost 2023,2 | 1313.1| 2085.9 | 2183.2 ]| 1320.0 | 1270.9 | 1785.2 | 1764.6 | 1814.8 | 2601.3




s
MAH

@] 49

Wi 10
) AN O~
»)
2
IHELALA
29 =
Vo3 H e
W 3]
x LT}
- X rnng Aol
3 ©, o
4 .
°® MaNawao SCHOOL.
®a 2@
43
®!/ 50 44
€iTas T thack
46
O 47 48
Ta \—_re @
PLACE —
2 o
/f
X
~4q
Ny
SNoNE

BALLPARK

58

"

59

B-16




>

)
[
e i

i
]
]
]

A\
n.
iy
[N
kY

1S
S
1

N

]

\

1

]

1

|

ht

bl

hy
hal
| g

£
!
=
1
1
|
Y
Sl
[
|
1
)
)
o
Ly
|
]
i |
T
5
Il
o
T~
]
[
| -y
1
A
I

Il

N

N

bk s = - RIS D : T _
1 D= . — I I O

j b+

ZNINTHE .w s ! L% -w-,uu.--u L EdleS Hiﬁ\-.wmu H
T T 0 R )

N e e T T A D B S T




‘.,

)
'/

m*. NQ—QOQ
AN AR
o Elavrgdst

Lalbialk]

!

|

‘e |

5
| Lo

O
)




o

1

(.

B SO

i ...

i NI JUNp

8"0.4

xuNiex! . x

30,000 Gal.

.W, Tank

EL{ )a292r

D
caracowa §

FERRANDEZ

K E A
Gllc"-

WATSON

-

P\
@
3

A
BN Huia M
_ ELEMENTARY .
. SENOO
JACINTNO \ \
) w
_.-?e.per:rRIAMS P b
< ZOVNERPASST
) . (o]
3 RNUSELND
; v
/C'A LASA ROAD N
3,402' - 1"Galv.
June, 55 )
CALASA
\§
Sy
—
§
Ny
S
. -9
 d
2
NAA
/‘\ L AE B-lg
—— - N -

ORE




——
-~
Py
—
—
—
~~
—
—
e
—
-—
p—
S
T~
—
L
——

»eva 1108 A
&.uvri.&.\‘_ |
\ lﬁ ! —
Mo,y /."......." — _ -

: CL NAM R4 . g ! : .
XL\ W\ & 1o | l_ .

in '
onad . -] \ LEXX;

N @& 5 FEIRET] Y 3
¢ g, 29 “e n
1 24 m
A \- 10 H "
R\ 3
i-1

T 7|.m.~_1“

B

T\ ' ; Y d 7
- .-l 201 572, i 2] . 74 —
" A\% - \""Z i - o CENRy M A L
\l_ ‘\\\ . o “ - b
S\ N : o e e
L 4 ~ [ — — ]
e%r5d [ i NIRRT
. . - . K
; B\, F0a %0 - Vol - _mw %
2ot x T— " 5
LR ~ —_ i NQW. T
! \_.___ ] 1 _ | 4 — a.r.n-.h-. il
; NN L i ll: .4 v i 5 H
2 .u.v.- o [1) 24 | - . — | =
_ Rttt :i:.u » ] 5 Y p—_ | % H
i \url\ T -+
5 CATITTITTIT - I
0 X - .

o_: | _ : — ) |
T .._ el ® . -._P....m- - 8 - i \
.4_._ Tal T T T 59 %\ 18 . ALLAh ¢




M
|

T

TN

T

Y

Ju

[

T A

Y

— N

M LY

=
i;ﬁll -2-

CAS

O

I

AN

W\

S A

]
S

b i et

1

) s g

R

il
[

!

PR 1 I

L)

———

i e fr e miL

- r—

It

METR

il

(I
l}l[

KT |

¥
]
1

N
i

il

- ! _
iz

T4

L] 11+

H
] 1T

0Nl

v

27 .

ot .

p—




STREET
AUoCy
m |

1 & 1o

84|
i‘: = 53, —RU0LI - oR. f
/ | rs® ‘1 5
ikl F " .
¥ AN
i 12 b l [—
D € Vv e
AVENUE
()
i3 |4.@
@,93
y . e
BALLPARK
95 ST
i o
4= -~ - ) [~
- b

!
CRANA4E 10
R =Gl d GlLiy

2
00
\./fk

X

hes ] LN T

=

PlvVER=siaN BiTael

CReS= SEoeTioN

i

ox
L e

e



14
It
L

lds \r.hnﬂlf 1T 1 l||.|||!-lM|...I.‘n-MH v
A% e SHTi E R AR s o BN AN B AN AN
vifc-a /4 | 4 ?m ARRNENNRE

L)
]l
R
p | 3
W.
Y
LAY

N

[

|

t

L

]

!

|
Al
\1]
g

[
1k
=

AN

L\

1 ]
[
oy
[
1
TN
] t
i)
~
1|
I\“ !
D,
- 1
P
[N
T
[
[
[
[
[
1 1

o,
ke
N
\
-’
Wy
L
fU
Rl
¥

=

- | = N i N

=4

u—: | - mlm ! - - ,..i!i'Plll.Iul.wll-m‘W

- 1= |- N |.97F

iRk M : A WA | 77

v 1 N dl BN ENER

T : SAun R 0
2T ] L PP PR A REE

PR

=h | | N O N

R i i

=Ry 32 - S [ 1 I 1L
‘h L. -— —e e o] - .
’ T AN T A
| - - H BRI L] LT

L i 1.1 L e IR EN HERR
- yLiuE Mo HEERe A L

NN S S AR A TN | TV D)

! _ i L oo T k N T T T T N T U T




B-24

AN .
%c EXISTING " MALN
Wit &

£



([

..

-3

(-J

{3

(]

EXIisTING
DRANAIE




PUSTER PUMP =ime .
ANP FNCILITIES 0

2! WATe 17
LBMY CEAERY IR
kT 4L =1 =V

PROPASED HHWAY

By P
Y-k \.‘




3 3y 3y .

!

)

[

rProrree™ HIGUWAY

Y - PASS \ "‘

g

— ®
0 2

/777 (Ve = S
Aﬁk ULl =
<& ¥ A TR

I New sz
’. i PRAIN
& 12w, ”
@ © L S
x" 2@{% | & § 4 @
Pty S she S = e 2
g . . — ‘_______'@' =

= WATeE e 12
C2MO TEERVAIR
AT 400 siev.

| Brled
-li' :

!
|

(W]
o

I
[ 48
~]




Ny uyrmq
e L"EMNA:’E

-
>
“rr

B=28

AT eotrey.

/
/

/

/
/K? Ne=w (Z" W,

Eam:::, v
TBELEZTRICAL 4
* w* reg . 1‘; fen et A "t -
2 -

SR S

1

1=



e e e i T

y————

i)

(3

Ly L)

APPENDIX C
INTERGOVERNMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE
SITE SELECTION PHASE

DRAFT SITE SELECTION REPORT
INDEX OF CORRESPONDENCES

Federal

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture Soil Conservation
Service
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

of Agriculture

of Education

of Health

of Land and Natural Resources

of Planning and Economic Development
of Transportation

University of Hawaii

County of Maui

Planning Department

Parks Department

Dept. of Public Works
Dept. of Water Supply
Dept. of Economic Development

Maui District School Advisory Council

Makawao P.T.A.
Kula P.T.A.
pPukalani Community Association

Bawaiian Telephone Co.

State

| .

o~ Dept.

Dept.

*j Dept.

) Dept.

Dept.

."'! D ep t -
&
o
4

T} Other
-
J
!""i
ot
g}
i
f—
-
B
.
o

Maui Electric Co., Ltd.

Response Date

July 12, 1976
July 14, 1976

No Response
July 27, 1976
July 28, 1976
July 26, 1976
July 7, 1976
July 6, 1976
July 23, 1976

July 7, 1976

December 21, 1976

No Response
No Response
No Response

July 21, 1976
July 15, 1976
No Response
No Response
July 9, 1976

February 2, 1977
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J. &, Donavieent of Agriouloare
- - awn TR " e magsd -
DO Thaa3ErVaii gt Larvaee
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217 Modorol BLlain

Wwaiivig, Maal, wawadl
Geatlamtn s

o Trnitormadisto Sichool
Drafe Site Salectinn Deopord

Conasmitied herewith iz a copy of the 5Lbﬁ A0t ToOUEL
for vouc reviow and comachts relicite to ihe coil propertiss
af tho slrornetive sikse uncir eoncideraticn £oir the new

wal . Afiar cses2ipt of vour conmants and Snose £zom the
wooisas aovaranint agnnc*'“ and oroanizatziuviy, we wiil
sené & seocific sitz and prepars tac anvironmentrl

imzauh statamont,

We would appreciate your reswonse by July
there are any questions, please have your ctaff can_hct
Mr. Harold Scnomura of my Flanning Bxanch av 3

Very tzruly yours,

RIXID NISHIORA™
Stakte Public Works Enginser

HS:nk 5-4

Attachmznt
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL. CONSERVATION SERVICE aecelVED

440 Alexander Young Building, Honolulu, HI 96813 .

JUL ‘ W
July 1 JARS DIV,
puB ‘Clﬁﬁ’ss

Mr. Rikio Nishioka
State Public Works Enginecer

.Dept. of Accounting § General Services

Division of Public Werks
P. 0. Box 119
Honolulu, HI 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

Subject: Makawao Intermediate School
Draft 3ite Selection Report

We do not have any comments to submit regarding soil propertiecs for
the alternative sites under consideration.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document.

Sincerely,

Franeis C. H. Lum
State Conservationist

7 B2 MU
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U.3. Army Corwn: 0f fnginsers
Fort Shaftoer i
Bueilding 230

~

AP0 aGh58

¢anel amens:
Sukbject. akawso-lukalani Internedinte School
Drafv. Bite Seloctiocn Reporst

haresinh fox vour review and coummnents ie a
e’y . Vo would avprecizte yuur ecmasn
T sites under cunsideration relacive wo itra
within your durisdicteion, ~ftar comments are recaived from
The venloun covernmoniel agencies and ecweunity grouns, a
g ecoxzacnied and the envi*c“m_n tal impac

[Ny
%/

on -'L.- [T ".""""j"

statomant prerared,
Ve would appreciate vour response by July 23, 1976. If
frere are =2ay guestions, please have your staff contact Mr., Harold

Sononura of wy rlanning Branch staif at 548-5703.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHIOKA
Stat= Public Works Engineer

HS:dr
Attachment
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.s. ARMY ENGINEER DisTRICT, RGO EIMED

BLDG. 230, FT.SHAFTER
APO SAN FRANCISCO 96558

Jit 15 8 35 B4 °76

PUBLIC WORKS DIV,
DAGS 1

PODED-PV 4 July 1976

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Engineer

Division of Public Works

Department of Accounting and General
Services, State of Hawaii

P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

We received the Draft Site Selection Report for Makawao-Pukalani
Intermediate School on 29 June 1976 and offer the following comments:

a. Site "E" is bisected by a swale which drains an area of approxi-
mately 135 acres and is vulnerable to overland flood flows. Drainage
improvements may be desired to prevent disruption of school activities
at times of rainfall.

b. The remaining sites will require only minor drainage improvements
to protect the school facilities from overland flood flows,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on your project. We
look forward to reviewing the environmental impact statement when it is
pPrepared.

Sincerely yours,

o
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Honorable Juan Yarias
Chaizman
Lepartment of Noric

State of Hawai:
Honolulu, Hawaii

nltare

Leay tir. Parias:
Zubject: Makawan intoermedizta
Draaft Site Selectinn

Uranmeitied hecvewith iz a copy
ynur rco ¥ ccmments,  We sweuld
rzlutive vo Lhe aoricultuval potenti
undng considoratica for the pronome

. & b,

o e

will

n*'“avni conments and

We would amnr
hove youx staff ¢
Divisign at 343-57

RO
W
&
23

-
-

ﬂccmmenn:d and the envireonmantal im
roconmanda s

your response by July 23, 1976.
narold Soncmura of my Public Works
thara are any questions.

——
E)
W

Schisol
Report

of the b
appre:"atc Four innmu

ial of the altoruantive cifos
school. A seucific schonl
ipact staterant
tions dLe arived £oox
2

Plea

Very truly yours,

HIDIO MURAFKAMI
State Comptroller

0S5 :4r
Attachment
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Mr. Darrell Oishi
District Supcrintsndeni

f

Haui District OFfice
Department of Zduraticn

P. O. Bo:‘: 1970
Wailuku, Haui, liawaii ©&793

Subject: Mikawao Tniermadiotz Schsol
Revined Lraft gite 2zlection Reoport
Aot 187770, ltem Pl
Transmitied herowith for vour review and commanis ax

two (2} corminn of the draf: site zelection repert for ithe
sulject project,  The roport has been revissd Srom tha

original raport prepered in Ockoker 1972 and incorporates
the follewing changes:

(1) Opening date rescheduled from 1977 +o a tentative
opeuning betrroen 1982-1985,

(2) Grade level changed frxom 5-3 to 7-8.

(3) Design enrollment reduced from 785 students in
1980 to 53¢ students in 1995,

(4) Adoption of & general plan for the Makawao~Pukalani-
Kula area.

[#7]

(5} Completinon of thre S-year boundary review by the
State Land Use Commizsion.
[SHI DRy

(6) Constructior of Pakalani Elomentary School.

After comnants and vecommeadacions on the drafs ranert
are received Srom various goverament agencins and coamnanisy

R e e e —— e e — e — = g



e, Darroell Gicki Ltr. Ho.

Page 2

orcganizations, we will recommend o specilic o
a draft envivenmenital inpact statanment {ox €h sitao.

(PYLe73.6

site and prepare
ot

e would appraciate your roviaw and comments by July 23;

1976.
Very truly youcs,
""2 -~ %
7Y . 3;"';,--7';v'1-=--f.-..dﬁc-f)~

TEUANE TOITHAS?
Chief, Flanning Bransh
Division of Public Werk:z

E5:nk 5-5
Attachment
cc:  lr, K. Tokushige
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osHl ¢\ CHARLES G, CLARK
. MJPERINTENDENT

5 .
LA
» d¥b

Vﬁ - \ﬁbgk
QW STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
P O. 0OX 2380
HONOLULU, HAWAII #8804
OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT ' July 27, 1976

MEMO TO: Honorable liideo Murakami, Comptroller
Department of Accoupfing and General Services

F RO M: Charles G. Clark, Superintendent
Department of Education

SUBJECT: Draft Site Selection Report for an Intermedizate School
For the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area

We have reviewed the subject draft and submit the following comments:

DISTRICT POSITICN

The Maui School District has, for some years, favored the Eddie Tai' Site
(Site "D")., The District continues to prefer the educational advantages
of Site D.

EVALUATION OF SITE D

We note that Table 6 (Summary of Alternative Sites) does not appear to
particularly favor Site D. The more significant disadvantages are the
need for a new road, comparatively high off-site development costs, and
limited auto and pedestrian access. On the other hand, the site is
physically attractive, would require minimum grading, and would permit
the school to use the facilities of the Eddie Tam Memorial Complex. .

The draft study also indicates that Site D would be relatively expensive
te develop [approximately $577,000 more than Site B (Pukalani) for om-

and off-site development]. The major requirement is the need to construct
an extension of Ukiu Road and to widen both Ukiu Road and Maha Road.

It appears that the most significant question with regard to Site D is the
potential off-site development costs. We request further investigation to
determine if it may be feasible to reduce the estimated cost by improving
only one road. .



SR

Honorable Hideo Murakami

Page 2
July 27, 1976

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

Updated enrollment projections are attached (Enclosure 1). There are no
significant changes. Substitute for Table 1, page 4.

FEEDER, COMPLEX

An updated feeder chart is also attached (Enclosure 2), There is no
significant change. The opening date for Makawao is proposed between
1983 and 1985 based on current enrollment projections. Substitute for

page 3.
ACREAGE REQUIREMENT

Acreage requirements for all evaluated sites should be updated to reflect
revised acreage criteria for new schools (Enclosure 3).

RECOMMENDATLONS

Prior to preparing your fiaal evaluation:

1) Verify that Mauil County will require that both Ukiu Road and Maha Road
be widened if Site D is selected.

2) Recompute acreage requirements and costs based on Enclosure 3.

Enclosures

c-10
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MAUI HIGH COMVLEX
ENROLLMENT PROJECTICHS

’

-

.

(3

(..

1975-1995 5776

YEAR K~6 7-8 9-12 S TOTAL

1975 (Actual) 2128 718 1391 4237

1980 2393 638 1328 £359

1955 2600 700 1400 4700

1990 2850 750 1500 5100

1995 3090 860 1600 5550

MAKAWAO-PUKALANI-KULA

Pukalani Makawao Pukalani-Makawao-Kula
YEAR K~6 K=6 7-8
1975 (Actual) 230 375 309
1980 333 440 305
1985 475 493 370
1290 617 546 430
1995 | 760 600 500

Enclosure 1

O
|
-
}-1



MAUI HIGH

FEEDER COMPLEX 5/76
EXISTING
K-8 Haiku
K-8 Xahului
K-8 Kula

P Mauni High
K=B Makawao 912
K=8 Paia
K-8 Puunene
PROPOSED
K-8 Haiku
K=8 Paia - \‘_
X~8 Kahului ———uu ' Maui High
9=-12
A
K=6 Kula
7=8
K=6 Makawao b= Makawao Intermediate
o 1982-~1985
K=6 Pukalani
(1976)
Enclosure 2
Cc-12
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ACREAGE REQUIREMENTS ‘
FOR HEN SCHUILS 7/1/76

Acreage |
M . Buildings & .
E Type Enroliment Playfields | Open Space ([Parking | Set Backs | Total
" | Elen. 400 . 2 1 5 1 5
0| Inter. 400 3 T ) % 7
% | Hig 750 | 10 5 2 3 20
M
Q Elem. 1000 3 2 1 13 3
I Inter. 1200 5 3 1 2 12
M .
U High - 2000 12 9 5 4 30
M .
Note 1 - Building and open space acreage assumes finger type construction, and
one and two-story construction for elementary and intermediate schools,
and one to thrae-story construction for high schools,
Note 2 - Totals assume all acreage is usable with slopes not to exceed 9 percent.
Note 3 - Acreage requirements for enrolliment between Minimum and Maximum:
Elementary - 1 acre per 200* students in excess of 400
Intermediate ~ 1 acre par 180* students in excess of 400
High - 1 acre per 125* students in excess of 750
Note 4 - If a school adjoirs & county park, up to 50% of the playfield requirement

may be satisfied by inint use agreement permitting DOE priority use of
designated park facilities during schocl hours,

*(or fraction thereof)

APPROVED

Pt - O [

Superintendent

Date 7(/1.:/2'&-

Enclosure 3

C~13




GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

AIDEQ MURAKAM|
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII OPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P. 0. BOX 118, HONOLULL, HAWAII 96310 LETTER NO. (P}1527.7

MAY 181977

Honorable Charles Clark
Superintendent
Department of Education
State of Hawaii
Honolulu, Hawaii

bear Mr. Clark:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report
Makawao=Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your July 27, 1976 comments on the subject
document. We have the following responses to your concerns:

l. District Position

Maui District's preference for Site D will be
considered in the final evaluation and recom-
mendation of the school site.

2. 8ite D Evaluation

The extent of off-site roadway improvements
required by the County to adequately serve the
school has been referred to the County. The off-
site roadway cost will be adjusted if the County
determines that only one roadway has to be improved.

3. Enrollment Projections

The updated enrollment projections will be incor-
porated into the report.

4. Feeder Complex

The updated feeder chart and new opening date will
be incorporated into the repcrt.

5. Acreage Requirement

The revised DOE acreage criteria will be used to
determine the site size., Based on the design

C-14
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Honorable Charles Clark Ltr. No. (P}1527.7

Page 2

6.

. enrollment of 500 students, a minimum of 8 acres

will be used except that this minimum will be 6.5
acres for sites adjacent to a County park. The
draft report will be revised to reflect these
changes.

Recommendations

Maui County's requirement on the need to improve
both Maha and Ukiu Roads if Site A or Site D is
selected will be verified as requested and the
acreage requirements and corresponding cost
estimates will be revised prior to preparing a

* final recommendation.

Very truly yours,
e

'-'i L]
.

“ ~HIDEO MURAKAMT
State Comptroller

- s
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Dr. James S, Kumausant

Deputy Diractos fer
Environmental hoaalih

Environmental Frn4ncvion and
Health Services Divizion

Derartment of Health

State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

3

Dear Dr. Kumagai:

Subject: Maliwno Intermeciate School
Draft Gite Seleoction Report

Transecditzd hercwith 1s @ copy of the subiect report for
voud maview nod comments.  We would apnraciate your inzut reola-
Tiva to tho n&opadkc Lhao of :\ﬁ-ﬁool, at each of the altorax-iva
Glten evaluvrecd in the study. A specific sife will ba recomniended
and the envircrwentai impags sitctament prepared after comments and
reccamendations frsm varicus ¢ governmental agencles and comuuniiy
Loupa arc received,

Ma would appreciate your rov1ew and crmnptt by uly 23
1976, Plooess have veur staff eall My, farold Sonoimura of my
Planuing Dranch at 548-5703 if there are any cuestions

Vexy truvly yours.

RIKXIO MNISBIOUA
State Fublic VWorks Engincer

HS:jnt
Attachment

N
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GEQRGE A. L. YUEN
DIHECTOR OF HLCALTH

AUDREY W. MERTZ, M.D.

RECEIVED
Aus {2 '2 aa F‘a ‘?B DEFUTY DIRECTOR OF HEALTH

PU&LIGD‘:?%H Diy. STATE OF HAWALII DISTRICT HLALTH OFFICCH, Math

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
54 HIGH STREET
STATE OFFICE BUILDING
WAILUKU, MAUL, HAWAIL 26792

July 28, 1976

CGEORGE R, ARIYOSHI
GOVLCRNOR

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Engineer

Department of Accounting and General Services
Division of Public Works

P.O. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

We acknowledge receipt of your letter regarding the Makawao
Intermediate School Draft Site Selection Report.

The proposed alternative sites proposed for this project
are all in unsewered areas. The use of cesspools have been
accepted for such areas on the condition that the general require-
ments as set forth in Public Health Regulations, Chapter 38,
Sewage Treatment and Disposal Systems, Sections 4A, 5A, and €2 are met.
A copy of Chapter 38 is attached herewith for your perusual.

If further information is needed please contact Mr. Brian
Choy at Phone No. 548-641l.

Very truly yours,

fa :

ES S. KUMAGAI, Ph.D.
Deputy Director for Environmental
Health

WN:tgd
Attachement

cc: Mauil DHO

c-17
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Honorable Chuisztopher Cohbd

Chairman

Department of Lanbi and
Ratural Resouuicld

State of Hawail

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Cobb:

ate Schocl

Subject: liakawac Interiedi
chipa Report

hraft HSite Selw

Pransnihied herevwith is & cozy of tie: syhjeck roporzt Lo
youar review and esaments. A cnanific scaenl smite will be
recsaaendad nnd the environmental impact stote went proparcd
aftcs corments and reccapendaticons on the deaft ropoxi are

+he various govesnmenial agencies, and community

reccived £row
orgznizationz.

Ve would apprecizte yous response by July 23, 1276. Plcase

have your stnff call Mr. Karold Senomura of my Public Works
pivicicon at 548~53703 Lf thexe axe 2ny que eckiona.

Very truly youxs,
HHIDEO HMURAKAMI
zate Comptroller

HS :dr
Attachment
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR OF HAWAIL

L]

L e

RECEIVED
Juu28 w2 AH°76

PUBLIC W%ﬂ"‘s M¥raTE OF HAWAII

CHRISTOPHER COBB. CHAIRMAN
POARD OF LAND & NATURAL RESOURCES

EDGAR A, HAMASU
DEPUTY 7O THE CHAIRMAN

DIVISIONS:
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES CONVEYANCES
FISH AND GaMmE
P, O, BOX s21 FONESTRY
HONOLULU, HAWAII 86808 LAND MANAGEMENT

STATE PARNXS
WATER AND LAND DEVELOPMENT

July 26, 1976

Honorabln Hideo Murakami
Department of Accounting
and General Services

P. O. Box 119
Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Sir:

Thank you for sending us a coﬁy of the

Site selection report for Makawao Intermediate
School.

Please notify our Land Management
Divsion when final selection has been made,
and you are prepared to proceed with acquistion.

Very truly yours,

g/

CHRI§ OPHER COBBR
airmay/ of the Board

cc: Land Managefient

C-19
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Honorable Hidets sonn

Director

Department of Pla~ning and
Economic Develc,..:zot

State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear ﬁr. Kono:

Subject: Makavra

. '
3 e s 4
[h _:‘ln»-. .....'..C. 1 g i ML L

POUr rnventy and curmenes,

A srnavific sita wi’l hae rezommenced for the

avircanantal intuet staterant prapared

2 D

aganeles cnd cemuunicy groups

We would appraciate your response by July 23,

hev
Divigion at 548-5703 if there are any qusastions.

Very truly yours,

HIDEC WlEA

u.l-i.dI

State Ccxmptrelles

HS:dr
Attachment

C-20

1976.

(P)1681

school and
after comments
zafe romort ase receivsed from the various qovernmental

on

Please

e your ctaff enlil MNr, Harold Sonchazer of my Public Works
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GEWRGE R. ARIYOSHI

-\ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING - o oo
=4).] AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ot Do

T F  Kamamaly Building, 250 South King St., Honoluly, Hawali # Mailing Acdress: PO, Box 2359, Hanolulu, Rawail 96804

July 7, 1976
' Ref. No. 1547
MEMORANDUM
TO: The Honorable Hideo Murakami, State Comp*roller

Department of Accounting apd Genepal Services
FRCM: Hideto Kono, Director ga;&sﬁ
SUBJECT: Draft Site Selection Report for Makawao Intermediate School,

Maui

Thank you for your Letter No. (P)1681.6 dated June 29, 1976,

~ transmitting a copy of the subject report.

We have reviewed the report and have no comments at this time.
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Mr. Tetsuo Harano

Chief, Highways Tivicion
Department of Transwpoviation
State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawalii

Dear Mr. Harano:

Subject: Makawao Intermediate Schcol
Drafc Site Selection Report

“Transnititod horazulith is a copy of the subiject report for
your wevicw and comaciots. We would apprzceiate inpui relative 4o
vour department.'s propecal for the realicnment of Halesikala High-
way and other gprojacts in the area which may affect our alterna-
ive sites. A specific school site will ke recommended and tha
envizennzntal impact statement prepared ofter comments and racom-
mendations are recelved foom the various governmental agancies
and community organizations.

We would anpreciate your response by July 23, 1576, Please
havae your staff call ikrx. EHarold Sonomura of my Planning Branch
at: 548-57932 1if there are any questions.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:jnt
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVLRNOA

E, ALVEY WRIGHT
DIRECTOR

DLAUTY DIRECTORS
WALLACE AOK!

op IR J
2 w3 5376 DOUGLAS 5. SAKAMOTE
CHARLES Q. SWANSON
STATE OF HAMGC WORKS DIV.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATDAGS
869 PUNCHBOWL, STREET

HONOLUL U, HAWAI1I 96813 ! IN REPLY REFER TO:
6 1976 HWY-PA
JuL . 2.29791

Mr., Rikio Nishioka

Public Works Engineer
Department of Accounting and
. General Services

P.0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaili 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

Subject: Makawao Intermediate School
Site Selection
Reference: Your letter P(1685-6),
dated June 25, 1976

Thank you for affording us the opportunity to review
the proposed scheool sites in relation to our highway
concerns. None of the alternative sites would be affected
by our proposed bypass realignment of Haleakala Highway.
We are not contemplating any other improvements in the
project area at this time.

We trust that this information answers your request.
Please feel free to contact us if you need further infor-
mation,

Very truly yours,

e

Chief
Highways Division



(P)1582.6
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Dr. Doak C, Cox
Director

Environ tental Center
University of Hawaii
2540 Maili way
Honolulu, Bawaii 95822

Dear Dr. Cox::

Subjeect: Makawao Intermeciate School
Draft Cite Selecticn Revort

Tranomitied herewith i3 a copy of the subject report for
your roview and comments.

A specific site will be recomrendesd Sor the achoel and the
envisinnental Iimpactk stantorent plcpareu after comments on the
ATaih raport are receivad Srom the various goveramantal agencies
and cowmmunity Groups.

We would appreciate vour rasponse by uulj 23, 1676. Plcase
have "cun gtaff call Mr. Harold Sonomura of my Planninyg Branch
at 54£-5703 if there are any quesiticns.

Very truly vours,

RIKIQO NISEIOXKA
tate Public Works Engineer
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University of ¥Hawaii at Manga§ 9 3 M7

. PUBLIC WORK S DIV,
Eanvirocnmental Center DAGS

Maile Bldg. 10 e 2540 Maile Way
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
Telephone (808) 948-7381

Office of the Director - duly 23, 1976

Rikio Nishioka

Division of Public Works
P.0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka,

Re: Makawao Intermediate School
Draft Site Selection Report.

In response to your request of June 25, 1976 (letter no. (P) 1682.6) for a
review of the above cited report, we have solicited the assistance of the follow-
ing members of the University community: Richard Mayer, Maui Community College,
Robert Kerr, Environmental Studies Program, C1ifford Smith, Botany Dept., and
Jacquelin #iller of the Environmental Center. -

In general our reviewers have found the report to be qufte complete within
the areas addressed, however some additional points should be considered.

Since public schools serve the community in a variety of ways other than
their primary -function as a daytime educational facility (for example, a meeting
place for community organizations; meeting place for groups such as Girl Scouts
and Boy Scouts; a recreational facility for sports activities such ac Little

- League Basebali; etc.), we would recommend that such factors be considered under

Comunity Site Criteria. Such factors may enhance the desirability of selecting
a site from sites D-J since no school structure presantly exists on or as near
these sites as is the casz for sites A, B, and C.

Is there some type of evaluation criteria relevance factor established to
aid in the site selection decision? If such evaluation criteria have not been
formally established the site selection should be delayed until adequate evalu-
ating criteria are formulated. A1l of the critera established in the report are
important for a school site selection but some may be more significant than
others. For example, as the report now stands, the aesthetics site characteris-
tic is as important an evaluative criteria as safety {School Site Criteria #3 -
Accessibility, Pg. 48) when in fact, safety considerations may be far more sig-
nificant. Also, there is no indication of how cost considerations will relate
in significance to the other criteria.

A factor which seems to have been ovér]ooked in the report is the probabil-



ity that a new high school will almost certainly be needed in this area bafore
1990, The continued bussing of almost 1000 studants or more by 1990 to Maui
" H.S. does not seem reasonable as a long term solution. Ye would suggest that
the future High School needs for this area be considered in evaluating interme-
diate school sites. Perhaps larger sites 35 acres or more, which could serye
both Intermediate and High Schoo] Complexes may be more appropriate. For example
the combination of sites "D" and "E* plus the adjacent existing sports complax
would appear to rate highly as a future school site.

Reference is made to the general plans for Pukalani and Makawao. Have these
been officially passed by the County Council and accepted by the Mayor?

From the standpoint of evaluating the potential impact on the flora of the
area we have noted that all the proposed sites are within highly disturbed areas,
hence it would be most unlikely that any rare or endangered plants occur in the
areas described. :

Perhaps the most serjous deficiency which we perceive in this report lies
in the apparent omission in the site selection critaria For any input from the
community to be served by the new school. For example, such alternatives a: ~he
combination of either k-6 and grades 7 & 8 or grades 7&8 and 9-12 may or = not
be acceptable to the community they are to serve. Bussing of studants to certain
sites may be less acceptable to the communities involved. Provision should surely
be made to solicit, evaluate, and incorporate the communities' wishes into the
site selection processes.

We appreciate the opportunity to have reviewed this report and hope you
will find our comments useful in arriving at a decision for the proposed school
site.

Yours truly,

@2 oL/ (':;'-/.!‘ e

Doak 5. Cox, Director

NOTE: See Review Comments and Responses in Appendix II.
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Mr. Toshio Iahikiws
Director
Planning Dopartmsnt
County of Mazi
209 5. High Strae:
Woilluxa, Mauil, Hosmii Q23793

Seur Mr, Ishikawi:

Subdject: Makawazo-Pukalanl Iatermediate School
Draft Sice Seloction Roper

Trhﬁanl'“ 1 herewith for your roview and comments io e
rafe cooy of Ldu subdjact report. W would approciate your

couraonts anc regoneerdations on the zlternative si
in the study., Dlezae note that after coamelnbsn Fro ! kn
Federal, State and County agencizs and commuelty goouns are

fodvis Redd 3¢

i

Lo S +7]

e

T
received, & zoecific school site will e recomran
envirosascutal impact statcment prepared for hhe s

We would -avpraciate ycur resconse by July 22, 187G, Pplease

have your stafi con cht Mr. Harold Sononwura of my Plauning Branch

staff at 540-5702 1if there are any questions.

Very truly yours,

RIXIO NISIICKA
Gtate Public Worsks Engineer

RS :dr
Attachnont



PLANNING COMMISSION Eimer F, Cravalho
Leo Palo, Jr., Chairman .

© o, .Mayor
Shiro Hokama, Vice Chairman - . :
George Murashige
Patrick Kawano RECEIVER Tosh ishikawa
Charles Ota . Planning Directon

Marvin Romme

Harlow Wright M k J '
W‘;:.r::‘ Ue::'?ua, Ex-Qificlo J!ll. 9 9 33 AH 76 Yoshlkazu “ZUke" Matsu
Shigato Murayama, Ex-Officio Deputy Planning Director

PUBLIC WORKS DiV. pgynTy OoF MALN
"PLANNING DEFARTMENT

200 S. HIGH STREET
WAILUKU, MAUI, HAWAIL! 98753

July 7, 1976

- -

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

Public Works Engineer

Department of Accounting
and General Services

P.0O. Box 1ll9

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

Re: Makawao-Pukalani Intermediate School Site
Selection Report

OQur office has reviewed the above report relative to the
various sites considered in conjunction with the Makawao-Pukalani
Intermediate School. We are quite distressed that the site
selection report has not concentrated upon the proposed school
site adjacent to the Eddie Tam Memorial Gym at Makawao.

As you-mav recall, our office and the consultant for the
Makawaoc-Pukalani-Kula General Plan Study did indicate that the
future intermediate school facility should be located at the
Eddie Tam Memorial Gym area. As such, the said General Plan does
indicate the ocation of such a school facility. In this respect
we feel that any other site would not be appropriate and that '
amendment to the General Plan would be necessary.

As vou know, the County of Maui does have various publie
facilities at the Eddie Tam Memorial Gym Compex including the
Gymnasium, ball fields, and tennis courts. Rightfully so, it
would seem appropriate that any other new public facility should
also be located nearby.

We hope that final evaluation and recommendation would

strongly provide for the Eddie Tam Memorial Gym site to be selected
for the Makawao-Pukalani Intermediate School.

Yours very truly,

= NI

TOSH ISHIKAWA
Planning Director

c-28
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GEOHRGE R, ARIYOSHI

HIDEC MURAKAMI

GOVERNOR COMPTROLLER

’ M!KE N, TOKUNAGA
STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO. (P) 1339.7

P. 0. 80X 119, HONOLULU, HAWAIL 98310

APR1 1977

Mr. Toshio Ishikawa

Director

Planning Department

County of Maui

200 S. High Street

Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

Dear Mr. Ishikawa:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report for
Makawao-~Pukalani Intermediate School

Thank you for your July 7, 1976 comments on the subject
document. The following responses are made to your concerns:

1. Concentration on Eddie Tam Site - The draft site selec-
tion study which evaluates alternative sites was prepared
as objectively as possible to meet the requirements of
the Environmental Impact Statement Regulations and to

ensure that the final selection is based on the specific
merits of each site.

2. General Plan - The following statement was extracted from
page 115 of the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula General Plan report:

"The General Plan should concentrate on overall
policy for the area, limiting itself to issues
affecting the development of the entire area and
should avoid excessive detail. Aas a plan dealing
with general planning policies that relate to the
whole County, it should concentrate more on the
written statement of the policy than the precise
mapping of the policy. ‘The mapping should indi~
cate the general regions where certain types of
land activities are to take place. The policies
should state what is intended for those regions. -
Then zoning and capital programs should be admin-
istered in line with those policies as the demand
is created.™

C-29



Mr. Toshio Ishikawa Ltr. No. (P)1339.7

Page 2

Page 40 of the same report states: “The County
Interim Zoning applies to all those sections nf
Maui County for which a comprehensive zoning map
has not yet been adopted and which are designated
‘urban' by the State including those areas in
Makawao and Xula. The interim zoning requires
'no land or building shall be used and no build-
‘ing shall be erected or structurally altered or
maintained except for one or more of the follow-
ing uses': - - elementary schools, intermediate
schools, high schools, - - .

Page 85 of the same report states: “Makawao
Intermediate will be developed sometime in the
1980's when there are approximately 400 students
in the seventh and eighth grades in the Pukalani/
Makawac area according to the Depariment of Edu-
cation. The main site considered for the new
school is just below the Mayor Tam Memorial Park.
The Makawao PTA has supported this 9.0-acre site."

Based on the above statements, it does not appear that a
General Plan amendment is required if the site selected
is in one of the “"Country Town" areas indicated in the
General Plan. We would appreciate a ruling from the
County Attorney’'s Office on this matter. The appropri-
ateness of the school site selected should be determined
by the site selection and environmental impact statement
process and not only by its designation on the General
Plan,

Eddie Tam Complex - The County Department of Parks and
Recreation has indicated that a school-park complex at
Makawao or Pukalani would be acceptable. The school-
park complexes are rated higher than a regular school
as noted in the site selection report and environmental
impact statement because they facilitate sharing of
facilities and less government expenditures.

Recommendation for Eddie Tam Site ~ Your recommendation
for Site D adjacent to Eddie Tam Center will be consi-
dered in the final evaluation and recommendation of the
proposed school site,

Cc-~30
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Mr. Toshio Ishikawa Ltr. No. (P)1339.7

Page

3

Additional comments provided for .your information are:

(1) The minimum acreage standard for the proposed school

(2)

has been reduced by the Department of Education to
6% acres for Sites B and D (school-park sites) and
to 8 acres for the other alternative sites (school
only).

Our current procedure is to combine the draft site
study and draft environmental impact statement in one
document to permit a more comprehensive review and
also to expedite the preparation, review, and comple-
tion of the project. Therefore, our response to your
July 7, 1976 comments on the draft site selection
report was withheld until the draft environmental
impact statement was also prepared and circulated

for review.

Very truly yours,'

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

c-31



PLANNING COMMISSION
Leo Polo, Jr., Chairman
Shiro Hokama, Vice Chairman
Georgs Murashige
Patrick Kaweno
Charles Ota
Marvin Romme
Huarlow Wright
Wayne Usmae, Ex-Officio
Shigeto Murayama, Ex-Officio

£t Chmning
Mayor

RECEWED.

Planning Director

Al'ai | l BYMHAH.I "'IJke" Matsui

DopuayRPRIagning Director
LOF FUsLIC W
oIV OF FoAs

COUNTY OQF MAUI

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

200 5. HIGH STREET
WAILUKU, MAUI, HAWAII 98793

April 5, 1977

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Engineer

Department of Accounting
and General Services

P.0. Box 119

Bonolulu, Hawaii 96810

pear Mr. Nishioka:

rl

Re: Draft Site Selection Report for Makawao-Pukalani
Intermediate School

. -This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated April 1,
1977, responding to our letter of July 7, 1976 on the above matter.

PLease be advised that we concur with the concerns expressed
in Mayor Cravalho's communication to Mr. Hideo Murakami, State

- Comptroller, dated February 14, 1977.

Should you have any questions, please contact my office.

Yours very truly,

' TOSH ISHIKAWA
Planning Director

NOTE: Refer to Appendix II for Mayvor Cravalho's letter of
February 14, 1977.
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Your commentsz .n the ropmith by Decowivar 23, 1976 will be
greatly appreciatod. Please have your sia
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any questions. '
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B iy
Czy Maver Crovalho
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"eAN DAPITAN
Oiractor

ELMER F.CRAVALHO
Mayor

FELIX PASQUAL
Daputy Director

DEPARTMENT OF PARHS AND RECREATION

COUNTY OF MAUI
Whailuku, Hawail 96793

December 21, 1976 < .
' &8
@pé @
5
2 @
Mr, Harold Sonomura & G
Planning Branch [
Department of Accoumting 1% f%ﬁ
and General Services z%

State of Hawaii
P, O, Box 119
Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Sonomura:

Subject: Makawao~-Pukalani Intermediate School Draft
ite Selection Report

Generally, joint use arrangements for school-park complexeé
at Pukalani or Makawao would be acceptable. The agreement should
be understood to include:

a. Priority use of the park by the school during school
urs

b. Use of school facilities by parks programs
c. Use of facilities to be scheduled between the parties

The school-park complex on the other alternative sites are
not being considered by this department at the present time.

We would like to participate in any futher developments on
the joint use ggreement,

Very truly yoﬁrs,

[zw( :40
J AN T1TAN, rector

cc: Planning Dept.
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GEOQORGE H. ARIYOSH!
GOVERNOR

HIDEO MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SER\{ICES N
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS | LETTER NO. (P)1189.7

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAN 58810

FEB 251877

Mr. Louis Hao
Director
Department of Parks
and Recreation
County of Maui
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

Dear Mr. Hao:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report
Makawao-Pukalani Intermadiate School

Thank ycu for your December 21, 1976 comments on the
Subject report. We will proceed with cur site evaluaiion on
the basis that a school-park complex would be acceptable at
Pukalani (Site B) or Makawao (Site D).

Please be assured that we will contact your office on
the development of a joint-use agreement with the DOE if one
of the two sites is selected for the proposed school.

Very

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk 4-4
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Mr. Wayne Ucnae

Directcr

Depercaant o Jubhlic dWoerls
Cotinty of linud

Subdect: Makiwac~Duknlani Iqctswpadiate School
Lraft Sita Sclecticn heport

This is to follew un on our Jduunz 25, 12758 letter transmitiing
a coxr ef the ~ubjzeol raypent for woun revicw and ﬂcmmcnts. e are
proecconinyg L iRh fuz Daviconmooto
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relatlve to tne followiny cpe—

L. The scope of the presoszd roadwsy and drainage improve-
metts for each tltevnative site az detailed in the cosh
computationa (Aprendix BR) of the roport.

2. ha noed o winen botﬁ vhiiu znd Msha Roads for the devel-
opmeit of Alternctive Sites A or D in Makawao.

3. Dazvclemment plons by the County or othexrs which may affeot
the alternative sites being evaluated for the schoeol
schednled Lo onan zometine between 1583-85,
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GEORGE R. ARIYQSHI

HIDEO MURAKAMI
GOVERNOR

COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO, (P)1329.7

P. D, BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWANI 95810
MAR 201377

Mr. Wayne Uemae

Director

Department of Public Works
County of Maui

Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Uemae:

Subject: Draft Site Selzction Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

This is to follow-up on our June 25, 1976, November 19, 1976
and January 28, 1977 reguests for your review and comments on the
subject project. Your comments on the proposed on and off-site
lmprovements for the development of each alternative site evalu-

ated in the report are desired before a specific school site is
recommended .

We would especially appreciate your response on the need to
improve Maha and/or Ukiu Roads from their existing 20-foot
rlght-of-way to a minimum 44-foot right-of-way roadway if Site A
or D is selected as shown on Exhibit "A".

We also request your comments on the proposed alternate
access road to Site D from Makani Road as shown on Exhibit "B".
Please note that the acreage required for the school has been
reduced by the Department of Education to 6% acres for Sites B
and D and to 8 acres for the other alternative sites.

Your review and comments on any other proposed improvements

at the alternative sites as they relate to your jurisdiction are
also requested. We believe that a thorough review of the

NOTE: DAGS January 28, 1977 letter is included in'Appendix II.
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My. Wayne Uemae Ltr. No. (P)1329.7
Page 2

proposed off-site improvements at this time will minimize access
and drainage concerns similar to those raised during the design
of the New Kihei School.

Your early response to our concerns will be appreciated.' If

there are any questions, please have your staff contact Mr. Harold
Sonomura of my Planning Branch staff at 548-5703.

Very tr?}y yours,
- ' /

‘ 7
RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer
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MRTascnsnt of Tator Supply
Counie of el
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30 T, fien GErowes

Hallveku, Mavi, Nuwaii 46793

Suntect, Maawan-Puhkalani Intermedinte 3ohool
. hrafe Sit: Selection Report

Trencmittoq herewith is g
-

for vour reviaes end commzats rals pr

PYromseeg wytmee : 3% ' 1

"-ird Q water suppis 2y3Tem lmprovements for eazh al srnative

Sice wndar connideration SDLs e i P11 e
JMEEERIOn, A spurifiz schosi sxte will e
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recrwmanded end sha anvizoncencal impact slatzient wuow
Cats are received fren the vericun gdva:n&an%nl

. zad ceumanlty droups,

b - <1 A b R ] are s =, 4 b ¥
' S Wouid appreciate your recpense by Juiy 22, 197g DQizdoe
HEYLS YOUX Stzff coptsniot o Harolid © D o ' i D
atafe ae gaiois SIPact Lo darold Scnocmura of my Flanning Pranci
FEEGL 2900702 42 there ara any guesticns,
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Mr. Shig2to Muravamn
Direcio:

Nepartmznt of wWatervr Supply
County of Maui

Aia 8, Wirn Se-rnt

Wolluan. ank, Eegali 96793
Pray e Husavamas

fubject: roxawao-Puxaleni Intorsediote Schocl
Driux® Site Selection Mopors
Thic i3 o felicw-un on cur Juene 25, 197C letlor tronsmifiing
Iizet report foz your zaview eng corrzenti, We nro
tatenant 1oy the _projact

Droconc iy glth tus Environneneal Incant £

nEd would spocaaiocs your yeviaw ond coemnents on the moepesed

eauger oF brovinnocits 6o the wates wrsvam for coo davalognent of
2ach altarantive -‘“n. We uoild also Lilkz e imow of your denart-
pEntle plans Sor imnrovemonts 0 the Up=coatitry vater svusitom wiwnich
MUY udfzen tho Elu?fhﬂtl?& Sites by the schedulad 1983-8% schaeol

T
roning Cate,

We veurld appraziate your r¥egponoa oy Daceidbar 3, 1578. Please
have yous oRaff contact Mr. Hagold Sonomura of my Planning Breanch
Qe 5d8-2703 Lf thore ara any auzations

Very bruly vours,

.

RIKIQ NXISHIOIA
State pPublic Works gngineer

faytr Quavalho (lettaer only)




Mr., Rigk Yaszui
Cirectos
LosaFroany of Becacmic

Soveloselnt
Connty of Lonul
AU 5. r:.:.:;[‘ Straot
wWatluhka, Jral, Pawnii 56

vakavno-2un
Drafis Sige

Transuitined herswith
Gant ouny of the subiecn
cusents faal

i the stady.

- b

Pederal, State and County
Levrivad,
cnvi

Wz would anp
have your stzff con
>
-t

staflff at 5480570

resgmuinifiations oun the alternabtive aibes cws

(21702,

il e gnn)
Vi Lo !
S ESSEANFRSI N N T
723

aloni Intemacdinte School
Selezotion legert

for your review and comwrents iun o
repore,  We would aporeciate vo

)
YLaneed

Flegge note that after comments Srom Lhe veosicous

zgencies and communiiy grouss ase

< A noeeldlc wcheol) cite will ke recomwendod and tha
ronmantal impact statument prepored for thae site.

s o

rous rasponse by July 23, 1876, Pleage
roll Geaonvra of my Plaunning RBranch
ny questions,

Vary truly yours,

RIKIO HNIBHIICHA
State Pubklic Worke Engincer
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Mr. Rick ¥asuk
Dircctor

P bR Y e
Loporincnt ol Zoononld

uupiech: oalinwac-Sukalani interisediecs Sclool
Drufe site Selecchion Daeport

5 iv 4o follow up en our Jape 25, L1975 lettes to you

(1:-\ . LT O

reouesting cwonents on the subjcet nroject. Wa axe rroceeding
s‘

with Lhe Mnvicsurnugental Inpact sSta

veement Tur thae projoet and woulad
srprecinte yous couent: on the zoport by poerwler 3, 1876,

Plenus have wour staff concoact Mr. Larold Looncmura of my rlanning

2af3703 4F there arz any questioas.

Crooe 2t
Very tzuly yours,

PR A e LY

RINIO LLBILORD
Stote pubklic Works fngineer

B5:iy

Attachnent
cc: hayor Cravalie (letter only)
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Maui District Schcol
Advisory Councli

P, 0. Box 1070

Waileli, Moui, dawaii 25793

Contlenen:

Interredizte School

o
Draft Site Selecticn Reno

'1 l‘o
)

Tronmaiticd herewith Seor your review ard comments iz a
oSy TN Lhe saloboon Tenert, Vo oaore pPresenrctly soliciting com-

[prs
WaavR Irsm the various gavormnental agencies ans comunaity

groLnn on tha txnfh report., After these commants azrae recsived,
a sr ciile smite will be roconm: mendsd apd the cavirenmenial ivpact
staboment prepursg

-

Y

We would appre

= yoar response hy July 23, 1976, If there
ar any questisns, c©
=

2asz centact Mr, Harcld Sonomura of my Plan-
ning Nrzanch ceaff ae d3-5703 or refor your cuesitions through
Mr. Laxrell QOighi, Maui Cistr rict Suporintendant, DCZ,

Vaery truly yvours,

RIKIO WISHIOKA
States Pubilic Works Sngineer

i5:4x
ALtnclment
cc: W, D, Oishi (lotkor only)
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"{3 Q&;) i ISTRICT SC@?.?JL@PVJ@@RQ SEMINCIL

WAILUKU, MAUL HAWALL 96737 1C WORNS DIV,
Juiy 2%, L9754 DAGS

¥r. Rikio Nishioia

State Public ¥orl:s Enzineer

Department of .ccounting & Generzl Services

Division of Public orks ‘ '

P, 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear lr. Nishioka:

Subject: Malawac-rukzlani Intormediate School
Draft Site Selection Renort

The liavi Schocl Ldvisory Council met on July 12, 1976 with your Makawao-
Prkalani Intermedinte School Draly Site Selection Renort on the azenda,

At this meeting, I First realized, I wss the only SAC member thri hed the
opportuiity to vreview your dr~ft report prior to the mesting. Both of
the council members present i “he meeting did not »eqelve the report
and sz2id it wes difficuld to neiie any dicesicn ned lnowins whet the
report contained. Furthermore, tiwo other Si0 members wers absent. They
should rarticitate in ihe Zinnl decesicn on the site selection wrere the
decirec of 5:.C members present,

Althouszh rezlizing the importince of Jour recuest for a resgpense by

July 23rd, it was felt we should defer this mztter till our Ausust reguler
neeting so the council nmembers will have had the opportunity to, oraview
your draft report by the next meetinz to reccorrmend a site.

I would like to note; As I recall orior to your new dreft recort, this
council at the January 19, 1975 mecting at Kula Elenentary School, after
hearing the rationale for a presosel intermedinte school presented by the
¥aui District staff, action was taken to recommend to our liawd District
Superinbendent that the Stzte acquire the land adjacent to the ilzyor
Eddie Tar: liakawzo 2ecreation Center for the rropesed Makawao-rukalani
Intzrmedirte School site., This site is Site "D" in jour neow drofv report,
Whecher this council will be consistent on the site seleciion will tell
at owr Autust meeting.

Yours very trmelr,

4% %/&%’de\%\é
Yulcio ntsunoto
¢ce: Mr. D, Oishi Chairman
S.iC niembers
Student Rep.

C-49
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N Ser 29 Somn
Vw0 MAUI DISTRICT SCHOOL 0’-}}[%\/1 O & OUNCIL
' . P. 0. BOx 1070UF Py

WAILUKU, MAUI. HAWALI 9932%‘3 h’oﬁxs
September 26, 1976

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Engineer

Department of Accouating & General Services
Division of Public Works

P.0, Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

Subject: Makawao-Pukalanli Intermediate School
Draft Site Selection Report

This is a follow up report on the Makawac Intermediate
school site study report which I had responded earlier
to you in my letter of July 21, 1976.

Due to cancellation of our regular Maui Distriet Scheol
Advisory Council monthly meetings since July 12, this

report on the above subject from the Maui SAC has delayed
till now.

On September 20, 1976 we were able to meet, and the
subject of the school site selection report were discus- -
sed, with the following action taken by the council:

"To reaffirm the action taken at the January 19, 1976 SAC
meeting that we recommend the State acquire the land
adjacent to the Mayor Eddie Tam Memorial Recreation Center
for the proposed WMakawao Intermediate School Site, this is
identical to Site "D" in the new site selection study
report."”

For the record I am making this report to you, although
it is quite belated, the desire and action taken by the
Maui SAC regarding your Makawao Intermediate school site
selection draft report. We are recommending that Site "D”
in your report be selected.

Yours very truly,

koid frrdoziesy

ukio Matsumoto
Chairman
ccs SAC members

Mr. D.Oishi
C-50
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GECRGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWA” DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES " s
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER WO, (B) 2

APR 4 1377

Mr. Yukio Matsumoto

Chairman

Maui Dizitrict School
Advisory Council

P, 0. Box 1070

Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

Dear Mr. Matsumoto:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Xula Intermediate Scheol

Thank you for your letters of July 21, 1976 and Sep-
tember 26, 1976 on +the subject report. The Maui School
Advisory Council's recommendation that Site D be selected
for the provosed intermediate school will be considered in
the final evaluation and recommendation of the school site.
The following comments are provided for your information:

l. The acreage for the proposed school site has been
reduced by the Department of Education *o 6-1/2
acres for Sites B and D (school-park sites) and to

8 acres for the other alternative sites (school
only).

2. Our current procedure is to combine the draft site
selection and draft environmental impact statement
in one document to Permit a more comprehensive
review and also to expedite the bPreparation,
review, and completion of the project. oOur
response to your comments on the draft site
selection report was therefore withheld until the
draft environmental impact statement was also
Prepared and circulated for review,

3. After the environmental impact statement is com-

plgtgd and a site is selected, the next three
critical steps in development of the school are:

Cc-51



Mr. Yukio Matsunoto Ltr. No. (P)1346.7
Page 2

a. Assignment of a high Capital Improvement
Program prioxity by Maui District for the
land acquisition. ‘

b. Assignment of this project within the Depar:-
ment of Education's Expenditure Plan.

€. Appropriation of land acquisition funds,

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk 4-5
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oWLG, M:ui, Hevez i, d, 95753

Subjocii: Mulkavao~Pukalani Inkermcdictes chnal
Braft Site Selzction Reporsi

wranonltied horewiilh for vour raview and eomumnts
cupy 0 L zubjsen ropozT, W2 ane pos 4

Erom the voriuug governceatal ageacd

3 - e
avovns on tha drafht renort.  Afker theze comt
2 o

1% &

ezsently coliziting com-
. S and commu

- teeyp

Al--!-u'.
ents are rugeived,
2 will ba reccnmended and the environmentsal lmpzoi

of ny Pizg-
whaeuch

We wovle ap¢.:ciare your response by July 23, 1€756. 1If there
ave any qucctioas, pl2ase cnntact Mr. Xarcld Soncrnwurza
ning Dranch gtaff ot S48-5703 ox refor your quostionz
b, Darrxcll) 0Qizhi, Mawl District Superintendent, DOS.

Very truly rours,

RIXIO PIZZLORS

State Public Weorks Inulneerxr

Atrtachment
co: Mp. D. Olshi (Jatiter only)
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

HICEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTAOLLER

’ MIKE N. TOKUNAGA
STATE OF HAWAL! DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND (GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO. (2)1344.7

P. Q. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWALI $5810

APR 4 1977

Ms. Janis Kinoshita
President

Makawao School PTA

P. O. Box 398

Makawao, Maui, Hawaii 96768

Dear Ms. Kinoshita:

Suvbject: Draft Site Selection Report
Makawao-Pukalani Intermediate School

Thank you for your letter of July 15, 1976 on the
subject report. The PTA's support for Alternative Site D
will be considered in the final evaluaticn and recommen-~
dation of the proposed intermediate school site. The
following comments are provided for your information:

l. The acreage for the proposed school site has been
reduced by the Department of Education to 6-1/2
acres for Sites B and D (school-park sites) and to
8 ac§es for the other alternative sites (school
only).

2. Our current procedure is.to combine the draft site
~ Selection and draft environmental impact statement
in one document to permit a more comprehensive

review and also to expedite the preparation,
review, and completion of the project. Our
response to your comments on the draft site
selection report was therefore withheld until the
draft environmental impact statement was also
prepared and circulated for review.

Vergftfu y yours,

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk 4-3
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HV - B T YRS
fiela ™ . AT
AR NELY

/s imia plamsatary Schicol
R. 0, T 17
ala, laad, HNzwoild 86750
Gantlemen:
Sabject: Makawao-Pukalani Intermed
c o

braft Site Sele

cep tof the muhjact

L 3
20t rewurt., Ve arae K leiting oo
pents from Lhw verious goveriw:ieTal agoacics and comanniiy
grougs on tit dxplt serort. Aftcy those conments are zaceivad,
a gurelfic site will bo rewvommizndzd gndthe vigon Al Lapact
statawment wrapsLod. .

W2 would anprecliote your rosgponse Ly July 23. 1976, IF :hore

are any quc"nions, please contuct {ir, Harold Scaomura of ny Plan-
ning kranch siaff at 3435702 or refer your guaztions through
Mz, Larzell Cichi, Maul District Superinterndent, IDCB.

Very txuly yeours,

RIKIO BISHTICKA
State Public Works Engins

HE:dy
$a

Attachment
co: Mr. DL Cizhi (lztter only)
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¥r. Darrell vishi, lsud Diztrict Superintendani, Doa.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHICKA
Stnta Fublic Worls Ing
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Atteation: Mp. Richard Mawe

:lani Inteomodiata Schoel
s ion lapurs

Wransaittog Zerawith i CCsr 0f the sphico: repurt for
your raviwsyu zpd cuotinones rogaErdinsg BRLlity servicou to zach of
L altornativa 2Line pndes considzration for Lhe ProNGsed
ECrUOl, A amamific site will Le recoennded ~nd tha anviron..
Leutul imnse Gcawnt presared af [Ter commenig Eha varisus
gerernmantsl sgencics ar nd comsunity YEOUPS are rocoived,
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bv July 23, 197§, If vou

We would appraciate YOur responcse
Mr. HNarold Sonsmura of my

5
have any quevtlonﬂ, please mantzo
Flanning Yraneh gb Laff at 546-5703.
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HAWAIIAN TELEPHONE COM@ANYED

3
d
P. O, BOX 370 L] WAILUKU, MALUIL, HAWAIL . TELEPHO a4 981
g 3103 £ °78
- July 9, 1976 PUBLIC WORKS DIV.
_ DAGS
2
/
A
[N
il
» Mr. Rikio Nichioka

STATE CF HAWAII

Dept. of Hhccounting R General Services
Division of Fublic Works

P.0. Box 119

Honolulu, HI 66810

)

—
o SUBECT: Makawao = Pukalani Intermediate School -
Draft Site Selection Report.
~
i Dear Sir:
In response to your lLetter No. (P) 1708.6 dated July 25, 1976, we
T} see no objections or have any commants conceTning the site location for
= the above subject.
)
s
-

L. #ADA
gineering & Construction Manager = Maul

-
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.
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rroai Llectris Coasany, Led.

2.0 i Aveneo
Roandsd, Mael, Lovoind 05732
r‘!—n.tl'-’-n'[_";l:
Sanjzol:  Mokawao-Pulalani fntermediate Sohool
Dratt Site Saloection negart

rrangrditied Meszewiih is a copy of thc subjent roapast for
yours ravisy and eomnents regarding 2atility soaviias Lo zach of
the dltarnative cites under censideraticn fzx tha d::ps:ed
zehool, 4 spzelflis site will e rascomm:zaded and =he arnvircn-—

=
¢ prepared altorx connanits Srem “ﬂc varicus
iezg ana communiby grovns aze raceived.

-

governncnhs
e wauld apcreclate Your resmonsa ny July 23,
bns, pl=a“c con cact rir. Surold Soncmy

176, If yau
ira of my

Very truly yours,

RIKIO fISIEICH
State Public Vorks Znginecr

C-60
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ELECTRIC COMPANY, LLIMITED

210 KAMEHAMEHA AVENUE * KAHULUI, MAUI, HAWALI 96732 * TELEPHONE 877.3374

February 2, 1977

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND
GENERAL SERVICES

State of Hawaii

Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Attention: Mr. Hideo Murakami, State Comptroller

Subject: Makawao-Pukalani Intermediate School
Site Selection Study

~ We have reviewed subject study dated December 1976. As far as
Maui Electric's facilities are concerned it appears only site

“J" will require a Tine extension to provide electric service.

1S4

T. M. SATO
Manager, Engineering

PNO/bb

C=-61
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GEORCI . AnIVOSH

GOVERNOR COMPTROLLER —

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA |

ST ATE' OF HAWALI . ‘ DEPUTY COMPTAOLLER ~

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES ' (Py11€8.7 ~

DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO, 22 >—-=%- 7 -

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAI| 36010 -

(] 2 5 lgf/ -

Mr. T. M. -

Manager, Lngincering -

Maui Elcctric Company, Ltd.

210 Kamszhamneha Avenue —

Kahului, Maui, Hawaii 96732 b

Dear Mr, _

Subjcct: Draft Site Selection Studv and EIS o
Makawao-Pukalani-Xula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 2, 1977 responsc on the _
subject document. We will revise our revort to indicate

that only Site "J" will require an extension of eloctrical —

service. The proposed extension of electrical-service to '

Alrernative Sites "B" and "B" will be deleted. —

Very .

—

RIKIO NISHIOKA = o

State Public Works Engineer -

HS:nk 4-3 T

gl

)

e

|

-

HIDEC MURAKAMI




APPENDIX D
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

SUMMARY

The Makawao-Pukalani~Kula Intermediate School project con-
sists of the selection of the most suitable site within the
"Up-Country"” Maui area for a new schcol. The school is
tentatively planned to encompass about 6.5 to 9 acres of
land and will provide classrooms, support facilities, and
playground areas for a design enrollment of 500, grades 7-8
students. The EIS discusses the environmental effects of
the ten (10) alternative sites which were considered in the

Site Selection Report.

The school development will serve the projected population
growth in Up-Country Maui caused by new housing developments.
The proposed school may encourage additional residential
developments by providing adequate public educational facil-
ities conveniently located in the Up-Country Maui area. The
new school is not expected to affect the existing Makawao,
Pukalani, and Kula Elementary Schools which will continue to
serve the K-6 students from the respective communities.

The environmental effects of the proposed school development
are not considered to be major and will be minimized by
enforcement of adequate pcllution control measures. The
alternative sites will be reviewed by affected government
agencies, individuals and community groups to resolve any
environmental concerns before a specific school site is
recomuended.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
MARAWAQ-PURALANI-KULA INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL
SITE SELECTION

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AND SITE SELECTION PROCEDURE

This project consists of selecting a 6.5 to 9-acre site for
the proposed Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School on
the Island of Maui. The project location and serxvice area
for the school are shown on Exhibits A and B, respectively.
The service area was established by the Department of Edu-
cation to delineate the geographic boundaries for students
who will be attending the new school and to define the
limits within which the school site must be located. The
details of the project scope, need, student enrollment, and
location are contained in Chapter 1 of the Site Selection
Report to which this EIS is appended.

Chapters 2 and 3 of the Site Selection Report describe the
methods used in selecting the ten (10) alternative sites
shown in Exhibit C and also provide specific details on each
site. Each of the ten (10) alternative sites were then
evaluated against the evaluation criteria contained in
Appendix A and the results tabulated and summarized in
Chapter 4 of the report. The comparative cost data for
developing each alternative site for a school was also
computed in Chapter 4.

The Draft Site Selection Report and EIS were circulated to
various governmental agencies, community organizations, . and
concerned individuals to solicit their comments during the
EIS consultation phase. The Draft Site Selection Report and
EIS was then revised to incoxporate the review comments and
to resolve the environmental, social, and technical concerns
raised. The Site Selection Report and EIS circulated by the
Environmental Quality Commission for public review in accord-
ance with established procedures.

The Site Selection Report and EIS will be finalized after
the public review process is completed and will be submitted
to the Governor for his approval of the recommended school
site. The land acquisition, planning, and construction
phases will commence in sequence after receipt of the Gover-
nor's concurrence.

DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The school service boundary shown on Exhibit B encompasses
the area from Kokomo on the north to Ulupalakua on the south

. and the area above the 800-foot elevation on the western

slope of Haleakala mountain., This service area consists
predominantly of agricultural zoned lands which are used for
pineapple cultivation, truck farming, and grazing. The

. U

a.



HINTHE DN1NHYd : ® SR J178nd 0 {l01S1A10

SAITANIS IVY3HID ¥ OBIENNOISY 20 *1d30 ° 1I¥avH 30 3LVIS

dvld NOTLYJ07 193r0dd v LI81HX3

- .k-.-.{:.r.f-l\. iy -
e " ey g
i T
Ty
p 1

PO Gt Sl el TR TR
: _ b

el re

4.7
(P .\-ﬁ.p
e 1 . 1t
) H

L
. " S




ﬂ:‘s PROPOSED SERVICE AREA
& /| MAKAWRO INTERMEDIATE

) @ i \";’

'é‘\.aﬁ-—_‘k\\ F "{'
‘--P":: . .

1)
T —
uu.,n.'
L

N - -c.."u
ey

. Y
LTI LU v
Ir_._t.......n.._g‘
]
!

-
7 goheridetel
PR
. W,

ol nlnu."' y
. - LT » it s
. . i . R Aty |’nn \::‘; N @o. fag Jl; .»

N, |
||t""&

wet

(1%} [L]
L,
!

Jua

Yy

[/

EXHIBIT B

'SERVICE AREA MAP

STATE OF HAWAL] ®

DEPT. OF ACCOUMTING & GENERAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF PUBLIC BORKS

bl PLAHNNING BRANCH

[



S
-
i
1
A
\}...
\
i
B
b

~
-
[

N
~ b
LN
el
o
AN -
-
T
»
;
W

DEPT. OF ACCOUNTING & GENSRAL

STATE OF HAWAHN

DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS
PLANNING BRANCH '

ALTERNATIVE SI1

;oY 71
/ . 4 , / e ;\x N
T . 7.’ e
D N— IR
. =L \_ St o
A3 LT ﬂbﬁ“ﬁd - 14
L N
b Semaae®z, ..w &MMM\ . .
> . - J Wuﬁ‘ﬂcd#ﬂ“ — .

) B - 4 g = e~
SR N SERRS e DN e
» , A

,/ .,J. I creg

5488 e~ Lt — é

cn s Jl IR S

/
/.

s/
ol

x
CR A
/
7
/
4
"
-
3
¢
—
P T

\

N

b aian el o e gt permegh - a8

U obirhacn 1 st s

TSI
o dueyq Nng WHVA
// ~ », \

o : <

X

A

.
PLUIKAL AN
LIMIT

t

ice

AN M P U t > ~T <
<~ \ .wV JQ@J\// 0 .ﬁ C
£ W vby ’ i A\ e %/ :
2 5 -~ L . ,
\\b 3 —_— - rll M ™ €GB! Lt
@ t ) b Var AL / K ! // r#f.f//» —_
¥ 4 N\ . N

Ny

7
7/
MAKA
WATE
l
{

i *f

D)

sybeg biep . o
B

-

7/ dwe; )~

f‘u,/ .
¢ ,..u.d
# .
<

Tl ]
Vw0 & ,,o,SW <) HUR waay,

L7 : a
i/. ) x v
/. kS yue | sa1eal %//C:a”‘._——a_:*v .
ey snem, B £
e % . ‘e .
. ?-. -

e

.

B SR
L et T

ok,
/
£
MAKAWAZ
Aé&«.’h\?t&a
#
i fL
(

1&.

T
L
L

3

o enne

P ok

-

HIHWAY

- § 5 . .
N N W p o
B S \ , ;
.. Q S /
T S
AN 6 - N
e n v £y ) o v
AMW 3 3 - 7 T . :L;.&/E = .
N | e e TS
' S 0 _ o NG
I\ . P

St
AL

N
Z
H !’:' 4 -
YL /r(,“'
o i
- \»
+
N
¥
1‘2'\00// .
A\
~
\
~
~
«
~
?
A

=
p
E
‘\\X
<:
\
&

) e
1@sMIA e p .
) / T p— Aw -

4 - ey I

o * . 4 > LEFASY

g . ! . . m.M_ Iﬂ
TN A * g
. \ / J o

PP S

L. ) A §
, \ R
BRIV AT VAN

H -
\ 4”.&;4;:
AN
] ) *f, M e

L
13EM

- £24
. v . . \l - r M
- . x $n =%
, hw\ ! i

. .r,a,%.a,%%;:;,. e N R e e SN SR IR ﬁ/&VA
eovala e Té Vol S TN, -
- . . . .
] ," i - ,y .r/-,

~,
P
.‘B). ‘v g ! ) h « . . ,Td

i
. - 4 -\ »& o q
E . .,,~ ' Ay N.A w i o ' 3 - = ._,.‘ [} - !
<o) N * e o S =
....sl\\\\ r/ N ,/. L. % L (. w T j %, a— 3

£
<

&
-

S

"

»
>y
\

- /o RjoBUMBI . \\» N\, ./,f
] . ) \
% g

o \/a oy ’ AN \
L .\\ . \- AN (@RS W ,/Q.axvll
Y

N
NSz
L )

o e
R i m ﬁlwnﬂ . o
T . — RN .
R e P " - \» (\ o AN, -
« s , M . R MDIE N
T : Vo N 8 \ 310\l f UIMD] mﬁ AN / S Budwng
a3ajjo; 4 \ . O
{ N . . e e -
. ~ T w . - A s
\4 I <o /.W»W
i ; . . /./AAm/..,- = N
J oo "

w

i ,Vw | ¢ : i
B ,4 . ,, QN.Q\.“ . .\m,//& :
%ﬂ / - e \\%\m ln&,w-y/»ﬁ X

y s, RO e . \
3 S\ . 4

3
PP

{ : ' - -\ j 'l v : - M) S
\F\ﬂ\;l«.“\ P .4 ) . - Gn - KW\V\) / L /w .J, - S vlhw,\. ,(\. . . — \‘Vfﬂlﬂ/v.ﬂJl.,,/ -~ L. ,..w,ﬂ e . ,./v/,[,\\ KM’:.‘> w o
v, ey wewamen o SRy T e R T e
T e ook I P - N N
L o ‘ N QN . R RSN , \.&o:g B r
. ' m. i~ m_ . N IR % suas i

b s - s




de b R 4 SR Rien =3 e et g Py Py e

H
-

major roadways which traverse the service area are Haleakala
Highway, Makawao Avenue, and Lower and Upper Kula Roads.
There are scattered residential developments along these
major roadways. However, the bulk of the Up-Country popu-
lation is concentrated in the three main communities of
Makawao, Pukalani, and Kula.

The Up-Country area has been gradually changing over the

past 15 years from a rural ranching and farming community to
one where an increasing number of residential subdivisions
are being developed. A combination of the decline in sugar
and pineapple employment and an increase in employment by

the visitor and related industries on Maui island has brought
about a shift in population away from traditional plantation
camps to new urban and suburban communities. This changing
nature of the Maui economy is indicated by the 30.l% and
30.2% decrease in employment in sugar and pineapple, respec-
tively, between 1965 and 1972 as contrasted with an estimated
126.5% increase in retail employees in the same period. 1/

The age characteristics data for the communities of Makawao,
Pukalani, and Kula in Table 1 shows that:

1. Kula has a larger proportion of residents, 65 years and
over than Makawao Qr Pukalani,

2. Pukalani has the highest proportion of residents under
18 years and the lowest proportion of residents over 65

years.
TABLE 1
1970 UP-COUNTRY AGE CHARACTERISTICS a/
Makawao Village Pukalani Village Kula Division
Tota Tota “Total ¥ lotal Total $ Total
Under 18 yrs. 360 33.8 631 38.7 668 31.5
65 yrs. & Over 125 11.7 117 7.2 323 15.2

2/ Source: U. S. Bureau of Census, Census of Population 1970.

The above statistics also support the DOE's enrollment
projections which anticipates future student growth to be
from the younger Pukalani community. In terms of occupation
and income levels, the statistics in Tables 2 and 3 show:

1. The shift in occupations has been away from agriculture

1/ Makawao-Pukalani-Kula General Plan, County of Maui.




and towards service and professional/technical cate-
gories, particularly in the Makawao Division.

2. Farming remained the predominant occupation in the Kula
Division. However, a shift toward professional and
service categories is noted.

3. Makawao and Kula residents derived their income pri-
marily from wages and salaries.

4. Kula had a higher mean income level than Makawao-
Pukalani.

5. Both Makawao and Kula had a high percentage of people
receiving Social Security which indicates a corres-

ponding high number of retirees.

The Up-Country area has a sweeping view of Central Maui and
the West Maui mountains as well as a large portion of the
islands north and south coastline. The rainfall in Pukalani
and Kula is fairly light, ranging between 20 to 40 inches
annually. The amount of rainfall increases northeastward
towards Makawao and Kokomo to approximately 50 and 100
inches annually as shown on the rainfall map (Figure 27} of
the Site Selection Report. The climate is mild and is
characterized by warm days and cool nights which are con-
ducive for both farming and residential purposes. The Kula
area is well known statewide for its production of quality
vegetables such as onion and cabbage as well as for its cut

flowers. 2/

The Makawao-Pukalani-Kula General Plan which was recently
completed and adopted by Maui County has recognized the
development trend of the Up-Country area and sets forth land
use policies for the preservation of the "country atmos-
phere". The plan calls for major new population growth to
be centralized in the "Country Towns" of Makawao, Pukalani,
and Kula in lieu of the current random development pattern
throughout the area.

In addition, Maui County has recognized the importance of
preserving agricultural lands in the Up~Country area. The
General Plan therefore designates a large, select area in
Kula for prime diversified agriculture. Plans for the Kula

"Agricultural Park have already been initiated by Maui County.

RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROPOSED ACTION TO LAND USE PLANS,

POLICIES, AND CONTROLS FOR THE AFFECTED AREA

The existing and proposed State and County land use plans
provide for residential growth in the Up-Country Maui area.

g/ Ibid' Pt D""?-
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Makawao Division b/

Private Wage & Salary
Government
Self-Employed

Unpaid

TABLE 2 a/
CLASS OF WORKER 1960 and 1970 =

3 $
85.1 72.9
8.3 23.0
5.7 3.5
.9 .6

Kula Division

55.8
20.5
20.9

2.8

40,3
20.6
30.5

8.6

a/ Source: U. S§. Bureau of Census, Census of Population 1960, 1970.

b/ Includes Paia.

TABLE 3 a/
TYPE OF FAMILY INCOME 1969 =

Makawao-Pukalani =~ Kula
</ c/
% Total Mean Income % Total Mean Income
Wage or Salary 91.2 $9,386 71.6 $11,698
Non~Farm Self-Employed- 4.8 $7,440 10.2 $21,254
Farm Self-Employed 3.3 1,911 26,1 $§12,299
Social Security ‘ 21.9 $1,528 25.3 $1,462
Public Assistance or
Welfare 2.6 $554 2.1 N/A :
$954 50.2 $3,006

Other 55,7

a/ Source: U. S. Bureau of Census, Census of Population, 1970.

b/ Includes Paia.

¢/ Percentages do not add to 100% due to more than one income source per family.



Accordingly, the need for the new school is projected based
upon the potential for additional housing units within the
school service area.

The shift in the island's economy from an agricultural base
towards visitor oriented industries and services has created
a corresponding change in employment patterns. The phasing
out of the plantation villages and camps has caused workers
to migrate to new residential subdivisions and to commute to
their employment centers. This trend, together with the
increase in the island population, provides for future
growth of the Up-Country area. The Up-Country area is
highly desirable as a residential area because of its mild
climate and rural or country atmosphere.

The alternative sites being considered for the new school
were carefully evaluated with respect to the existing land
use plans to maximize their compatibility with the environ-
ment. For example, all of the sites were selected within or
adjacent to urban-zoned lands to avoid the creation of non-

- contiquous spot zoning conditions., The alternative sites

were then individually evaluated against the State Land Use,
County General Plan, and County Zoning criteria in the Site
Selection Report. The results of this evaluation have shown
that not all of the sites were suitable for school develop-
ment without amendments or variances from the existing land
use controls in effect., The alternative sites and their
conformance or non-conformance with the existing land use
controls were extracted from the Site Selection Report and
listed in Table 4.

TABLE 4
CONFORMANCE WITH LAND USE CONTROLS
Site SLU General Plan Zoning
A Conforms Conforms Conforms
B Conforms Conforms Conforms
C Non-Conformance Conforms Conforms
D Non-Conformance Conforms Conforms
E Non-Conformance Conforms Conforms
F Non=Conformance Conforms Conforms
G Non-Conformance Non-Conformance Conforms
H Non-Conformance Conforms Conforms
I Non~-Conformance Conforms Conforms
J Conforms Conforms Conforms

Based on Table 4, only Alternative Sites A, B, and J will

not require amendments to the State Land Use District

Boundary if they are developed for the new school.
ngtive Site G is not located within the
limits of either Makawao, Pukalani or Kula and will there-

fore require a General Plan change by the County.

D-10
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The alternative Sites C, D, E, F, G, H, and I are within the
State Land Use Agriculture District. Since these sites will
require an amendment to the land use district boundary, the
State could deny any reclassification action and retain the
lands in the agriculture district. 1In terms of agricultural
productivity, all of the foregoing sites except Site C are

rated 'C' which indicates average agricultural productivity.
Site C is rated as having a 'D' or below average productivity.

The impact of developing one of the alternative sites will
be minimal, since the school will remove only 9 acres of
agricultural land. The development of the school, however,
may result in secondary impacts on agricultural lands by
encouraging additional housing developments in the surround-
ing area. It should be noted that Sites A and B are within
the urban district and will not have a significant impact on
agriculture.

The estimated acreages for urban, rural and agricultural
State Land Use Districts for the school service area are
provided in Table 5. It can be seen from the data that:

1. Pukalani has the largest potential for urban develop-
ment.

2, FKula has the largest acreage within the rural and
agricultural district of the three communities.

TABLE 5
ESTIMATED ACREAGE OF STATE LAND USE DISTRICTS a/
. JUNE 1974
Urban Rural Agricultural
Makawao-~Kokomo 540 70 5,700
Pukalani 1,050 307 740
Kula 345 1,735 29,500

a/ Source: County of Maui, 1972 Land Use Inventory.

Accordingly, the significance of the land use controls for
the Up—-Country area will be an important consideration in
the final selection of the proposed school site.

PROBABLE IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED ACTION ON THE ENVIRONMENT

A, Technical

The scope of the project consists of acquiring approxi-
mately 6.5-9 acres of land and constructing and operat-

D-11



ing an intermediate school on the site. For the pro-
jected design enrollment of 500 students, the Makawao-
Pukalani Intermediate School will require the following

facilities in accordance with the DOE's 1974 "Educational

Specifications, Policies, and Design Standards for the
Public Schools of Hawaii®:

Administration 3,800 s.£.
Library 6,500 s.£.
Ritchen 2,180 s.£.
Multi-Purpose Dining 3,713 s.f.
P.E. Locker/Shower 4,720 s.£.
Classrooms (12) 960 s.f. Regular

(1) 960 s.f. Special Education
(1) 1,920 =.£, Art
(L) 2,850 s,.f., Music
(2) 1,600 s.f. Science
(1) 1,800 s.£f. Homemaking
(1) 3,200 s.f. General Shop
(1 1,530 s.f. Typing
Parking 20 Stalls (County Ordinance)
Playground, Paved 165,050 s.£.
Courts & Apparatus

Construction of the school will alter the conditions of
the selected site through: (1) clearing and grading,

(2) installing the necessary access roads and utilities
such as water, sewer, drainage, and electrical systems,
and (3) constructing the school buildings and play
facilities. This proposed construction may have some
positive and negative secondary effects on the prop-
erties adjacent to the school site. These effects are
as follows:

l. The school will generate additiomnal wvehicular and
pedestrian traffic. However, the extension or
widening of existing roads should correspondingly
improve access to adjacent properties.

2. Extension of utilities to the school site may
increase the development potential of some abut-
ting properties which can also be serviced by the
same utility improvements.

3. Establishment and operation of the school may be
acceptable to nearby stores and residents with
school-age children. Conversely, some nearby
businesses and residents may object to a school on
the grounds that the school children may disturb
the residents or restrict certain types of busi-
ness activities near the school.

4. The school development may raise the surrounding

property values or may restrict the future devel-
opment potential of adjacent properties.

D-12
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The school development may have some impact on the
growth of the Up-Country area by providing additional
public service capability. The existing Makawao and
Kula Elementary Schools serving this area will be
reorganized from grades K-8 to grades K-6. The pro-
posed school will consolidate the intermediate students
from this area in a new school and allow for future
enrollment increases in Makawao and Kula Elementary
Schools.

The comparative development costs for the alternative
sites were computed in Appendix B of the Site Selection
Report. The comparative costs for land acquisition,
on~-site and off-site developments, and bussing subsidy
ranged from a low of approximately $1.3 million to a
high of approximately $2.6 million. An additional $4
to $5 million dollars would be required for construc-
tion of the school buildings and play facilities at
each alternative site. The total estimated expenditure
of $5.3 to $7.3 million dollars for development of the
new school will provide employment initially during the
construction phases and provide subsequent employment
for administration, faculty, service, and maintenance
personnel to operate the school.

Acquisition of about 6.5-9 acres for the school site
will remove land from the tax base. However, the
benefits of the new school may result in increased
property values nearby which may off-set the loss of
tax revenue from the school site, Development of the
6.5-9 acres would also remove land from grazing or
other agricultural activity. This is expected to have
some economic effect since the land is rated as having
good to fair agricultural productivity by the Univer-
sity of Hawaii.

Of the ten alternative sites considered in the report,
only Sites H and I are currently used for agricultural
production. Site H is planted with pineapple and Site I
is partially planted with truck crops. If the school

is developed at either Site H or I, approximately 9 acres
of agricultural land will be permanently removed from
long-term production. The selection of one of the other
alternative sites should have little or no impact on
agriculture because these sites, although zoned for
agriculture, are no lenger in production.

The development of a school at Sites C, D, E, F, and G
will remove lands which have agricultural potential.

However, a school development at either Sites A, B, or
J will involve only urban zoned lands. The removal of
9 acres of agricultural land will have some impact on

D-13



the long-term productivity of agriculture, especially
if the school development promotes additional housing
developments which encroach into agricultural lands.

It is anticipated that the State would provide the
funding for the school. However, some of the capital
costs may be shared by the County and/or private land
developers who would also benefit from the improve-
ments.

Social

The proposed intermediate school will provide addi-
tional benefits to the Up-Country community by pro-
viding a convenient location to receive an education.
The school's classrooms, multi-purpose room, and play
facilities will also be available for use by the com-
munity during non-school hours. The proposed school
should enhance the lifestyle of the Up~Country area and
contribute social benefits to the surrounding community
in terms of providing adult classes, musical programs,
joint school-county cultural enhancement programs, etc.

The school will be planned to minimize hazardous traf-
fic conditions by providing adequate school bus and
vehicular loading zones and turn-around areas. Side-
walks, crosswalks, and traffic control measures will be
incorporated in the school development for pedestrian
and vehicular safety.

The alternative school sites do not require the dis-
placement of business establishments. Only Alternative
Site A will regquire the displacement of residential
dwelling units if it is selected for the school site.
Residents who are displaced by the project will qualify
for relocation assistance and payments to minimize the
hardship of moving. a conceptual relocation plan which
identifies the relocation assistance available will be
prepared if this site is selected.

Other social effects which may result from the school
development have been ‘evaluated with regspect to each
alternative site and have been incorporated in the Site
Selection Report under "Community Site Criteria".

Since the need for the school is established by the
development of the community, the social benefits to be
gained should outweigh any adverse social effects.

Environmental

l. Flora

Most of the alterantive sites are abandoned pine-
apple fields with scrub growth. The types and

D-14
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2,

degree of existing flora of the alternative sites
are generally similar except for Site C, which has
scrub growth over rxocky, shallow soil. The over-
growth cansists of cactus, haole koa, silk oak,
eucalyptus, guinea grass and other grasses and
weeds. Based on the comparable flora of the sur-
rounding areas, it is unlikely that any rare or
valuable plants will be destroyed by the school
development. The loss of vegetation by the clear-
ing and grading of the site should be offset by
the grassing and landscaping of the school campus.
Existing trees which are desirable will be incor-
porated in the landscape plans where pessible or
transplanted.

Fauna

The fauna of the area consists of introduced
species which are common throughout the Hawaiian
islands. These consist of rats, mice, mongoose
and stray cats. Some common birds such as mynah,
dove and sparrxow alsc inhabitate the area. Devel-
opment of the school site will remove about 6.5-9
acres of feeding and breeding grounds for rats and
mongoose. However, this impact should be negli-
gible. The loss of any trees for nesting and
feeding of the birds will have a temporary adverse
effect until the school landscaping is planted and
matured.

Aesthetic

The terrain of the alternative sites evaluated for
the proposed school are typical for the slopes of
Haleakala. The sites do not contain significant
natural landmarks which would be affected by the
school development. The design of the school
buildings will be coordinated with the character
of the surrounding community to provide an aes-
thetically pleasing campus. The buildings will
probably consist of single~story administration,
library and cafetorium buildings and one or two-
story classroom buildings. Based on the above,
no adverse effects are anticipated on the scenic
vistas or natural beauty of the alternative
project locations.

Water Quality

The school development should not adversely affect

the water guality of the coastal waters based on
the following:

a. The alternative sites are located between
1,300 to 2,800 feet above sea level,
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b. The alternative site selected will have a
sewage disposal system which meets the
Department of Health's regulations for
sewage treatment and disposal systems.

¢. The alternative sites are located more than
five miles from the Wailoa and Waikamoi
Ditches which supply the Makawao-Pukalani-
Kula area.

Alr Quality

The school development is not expected to have a
significant effect on the air quality of the dis-
trict. There will be some dust and noise pollu-
tion during the construction phases. However,
these nuisances will be temporary and strictly
controlled to comply with the requirements of
Chapter 43 -~ Air Pollution Control, Public Health
Regulations, State Department of Health. The
prevailing winds in the Up-Country area are from
the northeast direction in Makawao and Pukalani,
In contrast, the wind in the Kula vicinity is
characterized by a gentle southerly sea breeze
which is caused by the large Haleakala mountain
mass which blocks the prevailing northeast trades.

Solid waste

Solid waste generated during the site preparation
and construction phase of the project will be
removed and disposed of in compliance with Chapter
46 - So0lid Waste Management Control, Public Health
Regulations, State Department of Health and County
rules and regulations. Solid wastes generated
during the maintenance and operation of the school
will be properly stored in trash bins and removed
reqularly for disposal at an approved site.

Noise Pollution

Development and operation of the school is not
expected to create excessive noisge pollution.
Construction noise will be unavoidable. However,
it will be controlled by the Department of Health
regulations and will be temporary and intermit-
tent. Other noise sources include students,
cafeteria operations, and grounds maintenance.
These periodic disturbances should be minor and
within the limits of human tolerance,

Drainage

The alternative school sites are outside of poten-
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tial flood prone areas where drainage improvements
cannot be made at reasonable cost. Since the
sites are located in a relatively low rainfall
(30" to 40" median annual) area with well-drained
soils, the on-~site drainage runcff from the school
facilities can be disposed of by natural percola-

‘tion and by the use of dry wells. Alternative

Site E will require some off-site drainage improve-
ments to channelize potential overland f£looding
mauka of Makawao Avenuve to prevent flooding of the
site.

The school construction activity may create some
potential soil erosion concerns, however, the

s0il survey interpretations for all sites show
that the soils are well drained. This fact, plus
the low median annual rainfall of 30 to 40 inches
reduces the possibility of adverse soil erosion
during construction pericds. The DAGS standard
specifications for environmental protection which
is included in Appeadix I will be strictly enforced
during construction to mitigate soil erosion.

Traffic

The school development will inevitably increase
the vehicular traffic on the access roads sur-
rounding each alternative site. For this reason,
the accessibility of each site was carefully
evaluated in terms of pedestrian, vehicular,
bussing, safety, and traffic. The access roads
will be improved if necessary to provide adequate
capacity for the school traffic., School bussing
service can be expanded to minimize safety con-
cerns for students walking to school, The realign-
ment of Haleakala Highway through Pukalani is
scheduled for construction after 1982-83 and

should improve access to Sites B, H, and I.
However, Sites C and J are off of Rula Highway and
it is anticipated that the construction of a

school at these sites will increase traffic hazards.
The on-site schocl development will also provide
sufficient parking, loading and turn-around areas
to ensure vehicular and pedestrian safety. Appro-
priate traffic controls such as signs, crosswalks,

and barriers will be incorporated in the design of
the school.

The proposed intermediate school will generate
additional traffic. However, no serious traffic
congestion is anticipated because most of the
students will be bussed to school. The estimated
percentage of students qualifying for bussing
ranges from 69% for Site A to 90% for Site C. The
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school traffic and local traffic are essentially
the same since there is no prevalent commuter
traffic through the communities. The alternative
sites were selected for maximum accessibility and
safety in terms of traffic. Access roadways may
be improved or constructed to accommodate the
school traffic. The proposed roadway improvements
will also benefit the adjoining property owners by
providing improved access.

10. Public Utilities

The alternative sites will be provided with the
necessary electrical, telephone, gas, and water
services for school development. The electrical
and telephone services will be extended from
nearby transmission lines. The gas service for
the school will be provided by using refillable
Propane or methane storage tanks on the site. The
water service will be extended to the site from
the closest available main. The existing and
planned capacities of these utilities should be
adequate to accommodate the school without need
for major expansion.

1ll. Fire Protection

The alternative sites will be served by the
Makawao Fire Station which is located on Makawao
Avenue near the intersection of Haleakala Highway.
The school campus will also be provided with
adequate fire protection in terms of fire resis-
tive construction, fire alarm systems, fire
extinguishers and fire hydrants,

" 12. Historical Sites
The alternative school sites have been previously
disturbed by farming and other activities and do

not contain any known historical sites of signifi-
cant value.

PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

The school development will commit about 6.5-9 acres of
presently undeveloped land for urban use for as long as the
school is needed. In the event the school is closed, the
land will probably be used for other public functions.
Based on the above, it is highly unlikely the land will be
restored to a natural state. This commitment of land for
higher use is unavoidable, but not deemed to have a major
adverse impact on the environment.

Some minor adverse impacts such as noise, dust, and water
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pollution may occur during the construction phases. How-
ever, these effects will be temporary and will be strictly
controlled by enforcing applicable pollution control mea-
sures. Other long-term adverse effects would be the traffic
generated by the school, some noise pollution, solid waste
generated, and the consumption of water, gas and electri-
city. These adverse effects are' inevitable with the urbani-
zation of lands.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

The possible alternatives to establishment of the proposed
intermediate school are as follows:

1. Continue the present school organization of K-6 at
Pukalani and K-8 at Makawao and Kula Schools.

2. Maintain the existing Grade X-8 organization at Makawao,
and Kula Schools and change Pukalani to a K-8 organiza-
tion.

3. Expand the facilities at either Pukalani, Makawao, or
Kula Elementary Schools to accommodate the 7-8 graders
from the service area in a K-8 school and expand the
bus service.

4. Expand the facilities at Maui High School to accommo-
date the 7th and 8th graders from the Up-Country area
and expand the bussing service.

5. Reconstruct the old Maui High School campus at Hama-
kuapoko for an intermediate school to sexve the Up-
country area and expand the bus service.

The above alternatives were considered but rejected in favor
of a new intermediate school for the following reasons:

1. The continuing development of the Makawao-Pukalani area
is projected to increase the enrollment at Makawao to
1,000 students in Grades K-8 by the year 1995. The
existing Makawao School site is adequate for only 600
elementary students. Expansion of the site would dis-
place many residents at a high cost.

2. The existing school facilities at Makawao, Pukalani,
and Kula could be expanded and operated as K-8 schools,
however:

a. The existing 6-acre Makawac School site is ade-
quate for only 600 elementary students. The
projected enrollment for Grades K-8 is 750 stu-
dents in 1995 for Makawac students only. Expan-
sion of the site would displace many residents.
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b. The DOE Maui District Office has adopted a K-6
organization for Makawao, Pukalani, and Kula
Schools and a 7-8 organization for the proposed
intermediate school.

€. A 7-8 intermediate school will provide for a
better educational program for students by offer-
ing a wider variety of courses.

Expansion of the existing school facilities at either
Pukalani or Makawao School for the grade 7-8 Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula students would exceed the DOE maximum
desirable enrollment of 1,000 students for an elemen-
tary school. Expansion of the existing K-8 Kula School
facilities would result in an enrollment below 1,000
students. However, if a combined K-8 school is sited
at one of these schools, then it should be possible to
provide separate elementary and intermediate schools as
evaluated in the Site Selection Report.

The existing Maui High School facilities could be
expanded to a grade 7-12 organization. However, the
disadvantages are:

@. The 500-grade 7-8 students from the Up-Country
would have to be bussed up to 20 miles to Maui
High School. Only the grade 9-12 students from
the Up-Country are presently bussed to Maui High.

b. The total enrollment at Maui High for grades 7-12
would exceed the DOE maximum desirable enrollment
of 2,000 students for a high school.

€. There will be strong parental opposition to the
creation of a 7-12 grade organization at Maui
High.

Reconstruction of the old Maui High School is undesir-
able because:

a. The existing facilities will require complete
replacement.

b. The school is outside of the proposed school
service boundary established for the intermediate
school.

c. The County of Maui has jurisdiction of this
facility.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT

AND THE MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

? The possible short~-term effect of the school development on
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man's environment is expected to be minimal in comparison to
the long-term benefits to be gained. The State is committed
to the goal of educating its pecople., Accordingly, the
proposed school is required to better fulfill this goal.

MITIGATION MEASURES PROPOSED TO MINIMIZE IMPACT

Transformation of the selected school site from its present
undeveloped state to a school campus will have some impact

on the environment. The temporary effects created during

the construction phases of the project will be minimized by
enforcing the applicable Department of Health, County and
DAGS pollution control measures. The DAGS mitigation measures
are specified by Section 1G ~ Environmental Protection, and
Section 2I - Grass Planting which are contained in Appendix

I of this EIS.

The school development will also comply with all Federal,
State and County regulations pertaining to land use, con-
struction and environmental controls to ensure protection of
the public health, safety and welfare. Acquisition of the
selected site will be in" accordance with State laws which
will provide fair compensation and relocation assistance to
mitigate financial hardship to the landowner.

IRREVERSIBLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

The labor required for construction of the school and the
materials which cannot be economically recycled will be
irreversible commitments of resources. Also, the labor,
material, and utilities required for operation and main-
tenance of the school are irreversibie. The land required
by the school could be used for other purposes. However, it
would probably be committed to other public uses if the
school is discontinued in the future.

CONSULTATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES

The following agencies and parties have been consulted in
the preparation of the final document. Their comments and
DAGS responses are included in Appendix II of this EIS.

A. Federal Agencies

Soil Conservation Service Alexander Young Bldg.
U. 5. Department of Agriculture Room 440

Mr. Jack Kanalz Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Corps of Engineers Fort Shafter

Pacific Ocean Division Bldg. 230

U. S. Army AP0 San Francisco 96558

B. State Agencies

Department of Agriculture
Mr. John Farias, Jr.
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Department of Education
Mr. Charles Clark

Department of Education, Maui District
Mr. Darrell Oishi

Lepartment of Health
Mr. Shinji Soneda

Department of Land and Natural Resources
Mr. Christopher Cobb

Department of Land and Natural Resources
Historic Preservation Officer

Miss Jane Silverman

Department of Planning and Economic Deveiopment

- Hideto Kono

Department of Transportation

Admiral E. Alvey Wright

Office of Environmental Quality Control

Dr. Richard Marland

U. H. Environmental Center
Dr. Doak C. Cox

County Agencies

Mayor Elmer Cravalho
Planning Department
Mr. Toshio Ishikawa

Department of Public Works
Mr. Wayne Uemae

Parks Department
Mrs. Jan Dapitan

Department of Economic
Development
Mr. Eric Soto

Department of Water Supply
Mr. Tatsumi Imada

Public Utilities

Hawaiian Telephone Co.
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200 S. High Street
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P. 0. Box 370
Wailuku, Maui 96793
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Maui Electric Co.

Gasco Inc., Maui Division

E. Media
The Maui News
Maui Sun
F. Civic Organizations

Makawao School P.T.A.

Pukalani School P.T.A.

Kula Scheoeol P.T.A.

Maui District School
Advisory Council

210 Kam Avenue
Kahului, Maui 96732

70 Hana Hwy.
Kahului, Maui 96732

Wailuku, Maui 96793

Wailuku, Maui 96783

P. O. Box 398
Makawao, Maui 96768

2945 Iolani Street
Pukalani, Maui 96788

P. 0. Box 77
Kula, Maui 96790

P. 0. Box 1070
Wailuku, Maui 96793

Pukalani Community Association

UNRESOLVED ISSUES

There are no unresolved issues in this EIS which have not been

P. 0. Box 116

Pukalani, Maui 96788

resolved in the review and discussion process.

LIST OF NECESSARY APPROVALS

Land
Action*

Env. Impact Statement
Site Selection

Land Acquisition Auth.
Land Acquisition
State Land Use Change
General Plan Amendment
Sub. and/or Consol.

Construction

School ﬂaster Plan
Construction Plans
Building Permit

Approving Agency

Governor of Hawaii

Governor of Hawaii

Governor of Hawaii

Board of Land & Nat. Resources
State Land Use Commission
County Planning Department
County Planning Department

Department of Education
Dept. of Acctng & Gen. Servs.
State Department: of Health
State Department of Labor
State Fire Marshal
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Status

Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending

Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending
Pending



Maui County Public Works
Maui County Water Supply
Public Utilities

*Depending upon specific site selected.
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APPENDIX I
SECTION lG - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

SECTION 2I - GRASS PLANTING
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JoTES TO AnCHITECT

DIVISION 1 ~ GENERAL

- , " Add to, delcta !
SECTION 1G - ENVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION or rodity provicions
r—— to sult your prajoce.

The Contractor shall comply with the following recuirements for ;m;nr-r-, notity the
pollution control in periorming all construction activities: T uziting ot pytnaer

befors the Pre-rinal

2.

Subnittal of
3. RUBBISI! DISPOSAL Eubnittal of 30 o
. . . tha requizemants
A. No burning of debris and/or waste materials shall be pe=- horcin. .

Be

C

D.

F.

Ao

B.

C.

nitted on the project site,

Yo burying of debris and/or waste material excopt for
materials which aze specifically incicated elsewhere in
these specifications as suitable foxr backiill shall be
pornitted on the project site. ‘ .

All unusable debris and waste materials shall be hauled
away to an appropriate off-site dump area. During loading
operations, debris and waste materials shall be watered
down to allay dust.

Ko dry sweeping shall be permitted in cleaning rubbish and
£inces which can become airborne fzem fleors or other paved
arcas. Vacutuming, vet ROPPing or wot or damp sweceping is
poermissible.

Encloscd chutes and/or containers shall be used for con-
veyins debris from above to ground floor level.

‘Cleanup shall include the collection of 211 waste paper and

wrapping materials, czns, bettles, construction waste
materials and other objecticnable materials, and rexoval
as required. Fregquency of cleanup shall coincide with
rubbish producing events.

nusT

pust shall be kept within acceptable levels at all times
including non-working hours, weekends and holidays in
conformance with Chagter 43 -~ Air Pollution Jontrol, as
amended, of the State Department of Health Public Health
Regulations. ]

The method of dust control and all costs incurred thercfor
chall be the responsibility of the Contractox.

The Contractor shall be responsible for all damage Elaims
in acecordance with Section 7.7 ~ "Responsibility for Damage
Clains™, of the General Requirements and Covenants.

Job No. (Incert No.)
Pago 1Gl K )
Ieve 1/77
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HOTTS TO ARCHITECT
3. NOISE

A. Noise shall be kept within acceptable levels at all times
in conformance with Chapter 443 -~ Community Noise Centrel
for Oahu, State Department of Health, Public Health
Regulations. The Contracteor shall obtain and pay foxr

- community noise permit from the State Department of llecalth
when the construction equipment or other devices emit noiso
at levels exceeding the allowable limits. .

P. All internal combustion engirne-powered eguipment shall have
mufflers to minimize noise and shall be preoperly maintained
to reducc noilse to accoptable levels.

C. No blasting and use of explosives will be permitted without
prior approval of the Engineer.

D. Pile driving operations shall be confined to the period
between 8:00 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
Pile driving will not be permitted on weekends and legal
State and Federal holidays.

. In the event the Contractor's operations require the State's I sdditional tise
in i 1 p 1 rastrictions are
spectional and engineering personnel to work overtime, the nacessary for your
Contractor shall reimburse the State for the cost of such ser- Project, include
vices in accordance with Section 8.3 of the General Require~ :ﬁ::,f.::aﬂzﬂn

ments and Covenants. restrictiona are

stipulated,
E. Starting up of on-site vehicular equipment meeting allowable
nolse limits shall not be done prior to 6:45 a.m. without
prior approval of he Engineer., Eguiprent excceding
allowvable neise limits shall not be scarted up prior to
7:00 a.m.

4. ERosIoN

Puring interim grading operations the grade shall be maintained
50 a&s ‘to preclude any damages to adjoining property from wWatker
and eroding soil. Temporarzy bemms, cut-off ditches, and other
provisions which may be required because of the Contractor's
rathod of cporation shall be installed at no cost to the State.
Drainage cutlets and silting basinsg shall be constructed and
raintained as shown on the plans to minimize erosion and
pollution of watecrways during construction.

5. OTHERS

A. Wherever trucks and/or vehicles leave the site and entex
surrounding paved streets, the Contractor shall prevent
any material from being carried onto the pavement. Wasto
water shall not be discharged into existing streans, water-
ways, or drainace systems such as gutters and catch basins
unless treated to-comply with Department of Health watox
pellution regulations. .

B. Trucks hauling debris shall be covered as requireh by PUC
Regulation. Trucks hauling fine materials shall be covered.

Job No. (Insert NWo.)
Pago 1G2 )

Rov. 9/76
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6.

HOTES T0 ARCLITECT

C. No dumping of waste concrete will be permitted at the job
site unless otherwise permitied in the Special Provisions,

D. Except for rinsing of the hopper and delivery chute, and for
wheel washing wnere required, concrete trucks shall not bae
cleaned on the job site.

E. Except in an emergency, such as a machanical breakdown, all
vehicle fueling and maintenance shall be done in a dosig-
nated area. A temporary berm shall be constructed around
the area when runcif can cause problems.

P, When spray painting is allowed under Section 9A - Painting,
such spray painting shall be done by the Tairless spray!
process. Other types of spray painting will not be allowed,

SUSPENSION OF WORK

.

Violation of any of the above requirements or any other pollu~
tion control reguirements which may be specified in the
Tachnical Specifications herein shall be causas for suspension of
fhe work creating such violation. No additional compensation
shall be due the Centracror for remedial measures to correct the
offense. Also, no extension of time will be granted for delays
caused by such suspensions. ) ; ‘

If no corrective action is taken by the Contractor within 72.

- hours after a suspension is ordered by the Engineer, tha State

reserves the right to cake whatever accion is necessary to
correct the situation ancé to deduct all costs incurred by thae
State in taking such action from monies due the Contractor,

The Engineer may also suspend any operations which he faels are
ercating pollution problems although they nay net be in viola=-
tion of the above mentioned requirements. In this instancs,

the work shall ke done by force account as described in Sub-
section 4.2(e} "FORCE ACCOUNT WORE" of the General Requirements
and Covenants and paid for in accordance with Subsection 9.4 (b)
"FORCE ACCOUNT WSRX* therein. The count of elapsed working daya
to be charged acainst the contract in this situation shall be
computed in accurdance with Subsection 8.8(d) “CONTRACT TIME"
of the General Requirements and Covenants.

Job No. (Insert No.J

Page 1613
mg. 9/76
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SECTION 2 I - GRASS PLANTING

1.

3,

4.

DIVISION 2 = SITE WORK

GENERAL CONDITIONS:
As specified in Section 1A,

WORK SPECIFYED IN THIS SECTION:

The work to be performed under this section shall include furnishing
a1l labor, materials, eguipment and tools for grass planting as
spcceified herein. Grass shall be planted in areas indicated on the
drawings and as listed below: .

4. All existing grassed arcas that are damaged by construction
operations;

b, Arcas that are dug up for utility trenches;
¢. Areas from which existing structures are to be romoved:

d. Areas withia "Contract Zone Limits" that are graded and covered
with top soil except areas designated for othor plants; and

e. All othar arcas within "Contract Zonc Limits” that are indicated
on the plans to be graded, whethar topsoiled or not, such as
slopes of banks, ete,

WORK SPECIFIED IN OTHER SECTIONS:

Top soil fnr genaral finish grading and Lts inatallation are
spocified under EARTHWORK SECTION. Howevar,. scresncd top soil

for repair work as specified harein shall be furnished and installed
undor this section,

MATERTALS :

4, Grass shall be .that locally known as fine "Manienie” or common
Bermuda grass (Cynodon Dactylon). At the option of the Contrac-
ter, grass planuing may bo by seeds (plain sceding or by hydro-
mulching) or by sprigs,

{1} Gross seeds shall be fresh, hulled, and meet tha
following requirements:

Job Ro. {INSERT NO.)
Page 2Il

Rev. 6/75
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J ¥hexe the planting of .
treos and ohruhs and/ar

the tranrplanting of
trese are included In
the project, thic speci-
ficotion shail be nodi-
fisd to Include the
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for repair work speci-
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Pure secd 95.0% minimun
Crop seced 1.0% moximum
Heed 0.5% maxinum
Inort Material 5.0% maximum

Germination 85.0% minimun

Grags scods shall be delivered to the site in unopened,

scaled containers, labeled with brond name and per cent

purity. Labeling shall indicate that the secds passed a
cortified germination test no more than 12 months prior

to uso,

{2) dcrass aprigs shall be healthy llving runners and stolons.
Afver they are dug, they shall he covered and kept moist
until planted.

b. Pertilizer shall be pellated and shall consist of the following
percerncages by weight of active ingredients:

(i) For First Aoplication:

Nitrogen a% 10%
Phosphate 24% OR 20x%
Fotash 24% 20%

{2} FPor Sccond Anoliecntion:

Nitrogen 18% 16%
. Phosphate 184 OR L6%
Potash + 5% 16%

c. lch Mateorials

{1} Mulch shall be spccially processed fiher containing no

growth or germination inhibiting factors. It shall be such
that aftor addition and agitation in the hydraulic equipment

with seed, fertilizer, water and other additives not
detrimental! to planc growsh, the fibers will form a homo=
geneous slurry. When hydraulically sprayed on tha soil,
the fibers shoall form a blotter-like ground cover which

readily absorbs water ond allows infiltration to the undexr-

lying soil.

{2) Stabllizing and water retaining agent for hydro-muleching
option only shall be "verdyol Super*, "Ecology Control

M-Binder™ or approved cqual. Rate of applicatioen

Job No. (INSERT NO.)
Page 212

Rav. §/75
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grass types afe used,

For aress vhich will be

foliage, use the {oliow

In low, hot locales
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of *Verdyol Super® shall be 50 lbs./acre and that for
“Ecology Control M-Binder® shall be 60 lbs./acro.

d. Screenad tcoxoil for revair work shall be a fertile, friable
s0il of loamy character, and shall contain crganic matter. It
shall bo obtained from well-drained arable land; be froe frem-
weeds, stone and debris; and shall pass a mdgimum 1/4" screen.
Topsoil shall be capable of sustaining healthy plant life. Sea
Paragraph 5d{5} for application,

a. Water shall ba potable.

INSTALLATION AND WORKMANSHIP:

a. Preparation of Planting Bed:

{1} Raking: Before grass planting is sctarted, the entire
area shall be riked to an even surface and all rocks and
debris removed, Weaeds and other chnoxiocus vegetation
shall be removed by manual or chemical methods. . Pinished
grades which have been estzblished shall be maintained
and zhall conform to thar shown on the drawings with slopes
in the proper directions.

(2) 7Tilling: Where recuired because the soil is hardpacked,
existing and/or raked surfaces at finished grades shall
bhe tilled to a depth of at least 3 inches by plowing,
disking, harrcwing, or other similar methods. All rocks
and all debris such as stumps, roots, wire, grade stakes
and other rubbish that are turned up by tilling shall be _
removed, Tilling shall be omitted on slopes wherc watering
is likxely to wash the top soil away.

{3) Leveling: Any undulations or irregularities in the surface

resulting from tilling or other operations shall be leveled.

out before planting cperations ara begun.

b, Planting:

The Contractor shall notify the Engincer one day before planting
of grass. . .

(1) Option by Grara Seeding: If grass seaeds are used, the

. following procedure zhall be used (NOTE: Contractor
should exercise caution in seeding slopes where sceds
may be washed away):

Job Ho. (INSERT NOQ.)
Paga 213
Rav, 6/75
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Since it (s diffleule
and/or very expenaive

to obtain good topaosil

in the lillc and Xona
areas, contact the
appropriste Project
Coodinater for quidance,
This also sppliss ta
topsell for finith
grading vhich is
spacified in the
Carthwork Section.



(2)

(3)

(a)

{b)

(c)

The grass seeds shall be broadcast uniformly by

hand or by sowing equipment at the rate of 100 pounds
per acre, Half the sceds shall ba sown with the
sower moving in one direction and the remaindar shall
be sown at right ongles to the first direction.

The surface sholl then be raked to a smooth even
plone while the sceds are simultoneously worked into
the soil to a depth of about 1/2 lnch.

The ground shall then be watered.

Ootion by Grass Sprigging:

{a)

. b}

{e)

{d)

Furrows shall be pladed perpendicular to dralnabn
lines ond parallel to contours on slopes and shall
be spaced no more -than 9% apart.

Frosh sprigs shall be planted in each furrow a
maximum of 6" apart and covered with soil to a mini-
mum depth of 2 inches,

The surface shall then be smoothed and compacted by
means of a culti-packer, :roller cor other similar
equipment weighing 60 to 90 pounds per lineal fookt of
roller,

The ground shall be watered immediately after rolling,

Option by Hydro-Mulching of Grass Scod:

This work shall consist of furnishing and applying hulled
bermuda sced, fertilizer, mulech and stabilizing and water
retaining agent by hydro-mulching.

{a)

(1)

The seeds shall be applied at the rate of 100 pounds
per acre minimum. Mulch shall be applied at a ratg of
1200 pounds per acre minimum (25 lbs. per 900 sq. f£t.).
In every application, complete and uniform coverage of
the soil shall be attained. d

Pirst application of fertilizer shall be included with
mulch and seed,

Job No. (INSERT NO,)
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Specify sowing rate of
30 pounds per acra

tor butfalo grass or
25 pounds par scre for
Centipade grass,
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{c) The hydro-mulch equipment shall be capable of mizing
all ‘the necessary ingredients to a uniform mixture
and to apply the slurry to provide uniform covarage.
Seed, fertilizer, mulch mix and stabilizing water
retaining agent shall bo applied in one operation
by hydraulic equipment made specifically for this
use. The equipment shall have a built-in agitaticn
system with an operating capacity sufficient to
xecp the mix in uniform distribution until pumped
from the tapnk., Distribution and discharge lines shall
be large enough to prevent stoppage and shall be
aquipped with hydraulic discharge spray nozzles which
provide a uniform distribution of the slurzy.

{¢d) Areas inaccessible to hydro-mulching application shall
be seoded or hand sprigged and ferxtilized by approved
hand nethods.

{e) Water shall be applied ;mmedlately EFollowing mulching.

Application of Foertilizer:

The Contractor shall notify the Erngineex one day befora appli=
eation of fertilizer.

(L)

(2)

(3)

fertilizer shall be distributed uniformly over the planted
arafd,

The first application of fertilizer shall be applied at
the rate of 500 pounds per acre about two weeks after
grassing and shall be followed by watering. (Pirst
application of fertilizer if using hydro-mulching option
shall be mixed with the seeded mulch.)

The second applicatlion of fertilizer shall bo appliecd at
the rate of 107 pounds per acre about ona week befora tha
end of the maintenance period and shall be followed by
watering.

.

Maintenance:

(1)

General: The Contractor shall be responsible for the pro-

per care of the grassed areas. Maintensnce shall include

watering, weoding, mowing, repairing, regrassing and

protection, and shall be required until the entire project

is acceptad, but in ony event for a period not less than
days after planting of graas.

Job No. (INSERT HO.}
pPage 215
Rev., G/75
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speclify maintenance

. period: 60 days [or

1st Lpcramant ot large
arsss: 45 days for 2nd
increnent or smaller
sTORS.
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(2) Watoring: After plarting of sceds or grass sprigs or
mulching the ground shall be watered a2s deoemed necessary
by the Contractor to establish a healthy growth, Watering
shall be done in a manner that will prevent crosion due to
the application of excessive quantitics of water, and the
watering equipment shall bo of a type that will prevent
demaga to the finished surfaca,

(3} FKecding: Wwocds shall be uprooted and removed completely
and in no case shall they be ollowed %o grow and propagata
more seeds. Large holes caused by weeding shali be filled
with screencd top soil and raked level.

(4) 'How{ng; Grass shall be mowed to a2 height of 1-1/2* whon-

ever the height of grass becomes 3* except as noted for
final mowing.

{5) Ropairina ane Recrassing: When any portion of the surface
becomes gullied or otherwisa damagced and grass has failed
to grow, such areas shall Ye repaired with sercened top
s0il and raplanted with grass, Any area of onc foot square
of more in which grass has failed to grow after 30 daya
of maintenance shall be reqrossad,

(6) pProtnctien: The grassed areas =zhall bhe protected aéalnst
traffic so that the grass establishes 3 healthy growth,
Grassed areas damaged by traffic shall be replanted.

ACCEPTANCE OF GRASSING:
ACCEPTANCE OF GRASSING

At the time of acceptance, the grass shall have been wall establishad

and shall be given a final vweeding and a final mowing to heighe
of 1,

At the end of the maintenance prriod, should there appear arcas
where grass has failed to grow, such arcas shaill be replanted with
grass, refertilized and maintained beyond the maintenance period
until a healthy growth is established.,

Job No. (INSERT NO.)

Page 216
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REVIEW COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
CONSULTATION PHASE
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DRAFT SITE SELECTION REPORT AND EIS

INDEX OF CORRESPONDENCES

Ag ency

Federal Agencies

Soil Conservation Service
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture
Mr. Jack RKanalz

Corps of Engineers
Pacific Ocean Division

U.S. Army

State Agencies

Dept. of Agriculture
Mr. John Farias, Jr.

Dept. of Education
Mr. Charles Clark

Dept. of Education,
Maui District
Mr. Darrell Oishi

Dept. of Health
Mr. Shinji soneda

Dept. of Land and Natural
Resources
Mr. Christopher Cobb

Dept. of Land and Natural
Resources, Historic
Preservation Officer

Miss Jane Silverman

Dept. of Planning and
Economic Development
Mr. Hideto Kono

Dept. of Transportation
Admiral E. Alvey Wright

Office of Environmental
Quality Control
Dr. Richard Marland

' U.H. Environmental Center
br. Doak C. Cox

D-36

Agency Comment

March 3, 1977

March 8, 1977

Feb. 11, 1977

None

None

None

Feb. 18, 1977

None

Feb. 25, 1977

March 15, 1977

March 3, 1977

Feb. 1, 1977

DAGS Response

March 11, 1977

May 12, 1977

Feb. 23, 1977

None

None

None

March 30, 1977

None

March 14, 1977

May 16, 1977

Not Required

June 22, 1977
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Agencx

County Agencies

Mayor Elmer Cravalho

Planning Department
Mr. Toshio Ishikawa

Dept. of Public Works
Mr, Wayne Uemae

Parks Department
Mrs. Jan Dapitan

Pept. of Economic Development
Mr. Eric Soto

Dept. of Water Supply
Mr. Tatsumi Imada

Public Utilities

Hawaiian Telephone Co.
Maui Electric Co.

Gasco Inc., Maui Division
Media

The Maui News

Maui Sun

Civic Organizations

Makawao School P.T.A.
Pukalani School P.T.A.
Rula School P,.7T.A.

Maui District School
Advisory Council

Pukalani Community Association

Yndividuals

Emil W. Balthazar
L. Douglas MacCluer

D-37

Agency Comment

DAGS Response

Feb. 14, 1977

None
June 23, 1977
None
None

Feb. 17, 1977

None
None

Feb. 17, 1977

None

None

Feb, 7, 1977
None
March 1, 1977

None

None

Comment

Feb, 3, 1977
Feb. 16, 1977

June 8, 1977

None

July 1, 1977

None

None

March 11, 1977

None
None

Not Required

None

None

June 22, 1977
None
June 22, 1977

None

None

DAGS Response

Feb. 28, 1977
Feb. 28, 1977



Ut

Individuals

Mrs., Charmaine Armitage
Mr. Lucio Calina

Mrs. Patricia Takamori
Mr., Daniel Dancil

Mr. Harold Gouveia

Mrs. Dorothy L. Hunt

Mrs. Loretta H. Leong

Mr. Eugene A. Librano, Sr.
Mrs. Jeannette M. Brown
Mr. Santiago Magallanes
Mr. Guillermo Barut

Mr. Erin Starr

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Rapozo
Mrs. Jeanette K. Bills

Mr. & Mrs. Ronald G. Ruettgers
Mrs. Merle Medeiros

Mrs. Gayle St. John

D-38
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DAGS Response

Feb. 28, 1977
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GEORGE R, ARIYQSHI
GOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER )

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA
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STATE OF HAWAII ORPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES

P. O. BOX 119, HONOLULLL HAWAI! 96810 LETTER NO, (P} 1077.7

JAN 281977
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN '

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and
Environmental Impact Statement
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
Makawao, Maui, Hawaii

Attached is a copy of the subject report for your review
and comments. The document provides a comprehensive evaluation
of alternative sites for the proposed Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
Intermediate School and discusses the potential envirommental
impacts of the project. Your written comments are requested by
March 4, 1977 and should be sent to-:

Department of Accounting and General Services
Division of Public Works

P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

We would appreciate those comments especially within your
area of responsibility, expertise and/or concern. All comments
received will be considered in the final evaluation and recom-
mendation of the proposed school site and the environmental
impact statement.

If you have no comments to offer relative to the project, we
would appreciate your response to that effect. Should you have
specific questions or need additional clarification on the
report, please direct your inquiries to the project coordinator,
Mr. Harold Sonomura of my Public Works Division staff at 548-5703.

Very truly yours,

HIDEO MURAKAMI
State Comptroller

Attachment

D-39



IN THE MATTER OF

Notice to FProperty Owners In

Makawao, Fukalani and htla, Kaul

NOTICE TO PROPERTY OWNIRS IN
MAKAWAO, PUXALANE AND KULA, MAUI

Draft Exvironmentsl Impact Statement For
Prepesed Makawao Iatermediate School
. Slte Sefection Study

Puriuant to the requirements of Chapter H3J.
Hawali Revised Statutes, an environmental im
pact statement is being prepared by the State De-
partment of Accounting and General Services (or
the site selection of the proposed Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School. Comments on
the draft site selection study and environmental
impact statement are currently being solicited
from varicus governmental agencies. community
"organizations and individuals. The study evaluates
slternative sites lor the proposed schooi in Maka-
wao, Pukalani and Kula which are identified as

{ollows:

TaxMap Key Locatlon®

331401 Adjacent to Kula Schoal

2301:8 Intersection of Makawao Ave. &
: Haleakala Hwy.

308:5 Makai of Kula 200 Subdivision

. along Kula Hwy.

.m::ﬁ&n Adjacent ta Pukalani Elemen.

tary
2310142 Mauka of Makawao Ave. an Ha-
leakala Hwy,

2401:1 Makai of Laie Drive
L4012 Adjacent to Eddie Tam Park off
Makani,Road
2-4-05:5 Adjacent to Makawao Schoot

24.25:6. 1.4, Makai of Ukiu and Maha Roads
91518, & 17 °
Qwners and adjoining owners of the properties
listed above and other interested persons or organ-
izatlons who wish to review and comment on the
site study and environmental impaet statement
should submit a request by February 18, 1977 to;
Department of Accounting and General

Services
Division of Publlc Warks
Planning Branch
P.0. Box 119 .
Honolulu, Hawalii 95810
The environmental impact statement for this
project will be distributed by the Environmental

Quality Commission alter the consultation com.-

meats have been teviewed and considered.
HIDEQ MURAKAM]
State Comptroller

{Hog. Adv.: Jan. 28, 28,31, 19T} . (ADTSAD

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

BTATE OF HAWAII,
Crry AND County oF HONOLULU.

Nancy Lira being

duly sworn, deposes and says, that She is Clerk of the
HAWAII NEWSPAPER AGENCY, INC., agent for HO-
NOLULL ADVERTISER, INC,, publishers of THE HONO-
LULU ADVERTISER and SUNDAY STAR-BULLETIN
and ADVERTISER, a daily newapuper published in the City
and County of Honolulu, State of Hawaii, that the ordered

publication in the abore entitled matter of which the annered

. . three
ir o true and correct printed notice, icas published........oneoee-.

t
times in said daily newspaper, commencing on the.............. day
of Jan.ery

, 10 77 , and ending on tJTu-Bls ay

ofn32003TY 1977 (both days inclusive), to wit,
January 26, 28, 31, 1977

on.

and thct afiant is not ¢ perty to or in any way interested
in the abovc entitled matter.

. 3ist
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of

dapuery 4. p. 1977

\ﬁQ\z‘. P BODY Ay
Notary Pubdlic of the First Judicial Circuil,

m:_ur Hawall NOV. 18, 1980
My commission ezpires.

D-40



AFFIDAYIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF HAW.
County of Maufn’; 5.

Barbara Y, Iwatshi being duly sworn

deposes and says, that he is Advert!ling Clerk of the

Maui Publishing Co., Ltd., publishers of the MAUI NEWS, a newspaper
published In Wailuku, County of Maul, State of Hawali; that the or-
dered publication as to NOTICE TO PROPERTY OWNERS IN

HAKAWAQ, PUKALANI, AND KULA, MAUT

of which the annexed is a2 true and corrected printed uctice, was
published .....3....... times In the MAUT NEWS, aforesaid, commencing

onthe..28th  dayof.....J8%e , 19..27., and ending

on the...20d day of Pab,

, 19.21.., (both days

inclusive), to-wit: on ..ccoer... 82,284,311 Faba..2,..1972

and that affiant is not a party to or in any way interested in the abeve

St

Subseribed and sworn to befors mae this
f’:{day of.FeBs  A.D, 19.72...

Notary Public, Second Judicial
Circuit, State of Hawati,

My commission expires August 31, 1979,

entitled matter.

D-41
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NOTICE T0 PROPERTY OWNERS IN
MAKAV/AO, PUKALANI AND
KULA, MAUI

Draft Environmental Impact Statement For
Proposed Makawao intermediate Scheot
Site Selection Study

Pursuant to the requirements of Chaptler 33,
Hawaij Revisz Slatutes, ;le::’ environmental Impact
statemtenl is being prepared by the State Depart-
ment of Accounting and General Services for the
gite selection of the proposed Makawao-Pukalani-
Kula Intermediate School. Comments on the draft
site selection study and environmental impact stale-
ment are currently being solicited from various
governmental agencies, community organizations
and individuals. The swudy evaluates allernative
sites for the propesed school in Makawao, Pukalan]
and Kula which are identified as follows:

Tax Map Key Location

2.04:1 Adjacent to Kula School

3307:8 Intersection of Makawao Ave & |
Haleckala Highway

33-08:5 Makai of Kula 200 Subdivision
along Kula Higlay

2309:28 % 35 At::i;emt to Pukalani Elemen-

11 & 2 Mauka of Makawao Ave. oa Ha-
leakala Highway

24-01:1 Makni of Lale Drive

+401:2 Adjacent to Eddle Tam Park off
Makarni Road

24-05:8 . Adjacent to Makawao School

24-5:6, 7. 8,9, .

15, 16, & 17 Makaj of Ukin and Maha Roads

Owners and adjeining owners of the properties
listed above and other interested persons or organi-
mations who wish to review and comment-on the
sile study ond environmental impsct statement
should submit a request by February 19, 1977 to:

Department of Accounting and General Services

Djvision of Public Works

The environmental impact statement for this
project will be distributed by the Environmental
Quality Commission after the consultation’ com-'*
ments have been reviewed and considered.

{Sgd) HIDEQ MURAKAMI
HIDEO MURAKAMI

State Comptroller
(MN: Jan, 28, 31; Feb. 2, 377)



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

440 Alexander Young Building, Honolulu, HI 96813

March 3, 1977
- T
Mr. Hideo Murakami z ~
Department of Accounting and =3
General Services -
Division of Public Works gc;—, -
P. 0. Box 119 f’p% -
Honolulu, HI 96810 - :-'-:;
[=] -
=)
7 =

Dear Mr. Murakami:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and Environmental Impact
Statement, Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
Makawao, Maui, HI

We reviewed the subject EIS and have the following comments:

The USDA-Soil Conservation Service is concerned about the
use of prime agricultural lands for other than agricultural
uses. An analysis was made of all the alternative sites,
and sites A, B, E, F, H, I, and J were all found to be on
prime agricultural lands. Sites C, H, and J are presently
used for agriculture, sites A, B, and J are zoned urban.
Based on this analysis, we recommend either sites A, B,

or J for the intermediate school.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document.

Sincerely,

F«R Jack P. Kanalz
State Conservationist

D-42
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSH!
GOVEANOR

HIDEO MURAKAM!
COMPTROLLEA

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE-OF HAWAII ‘ DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT CF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO. {P) 1258.7

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULY, HAWAIL 86810

MAR 111977

Mr. Jack P. Kanal:z

State Conservationist

United States Department
of Agriculture

" Soil Conservation Service

440 Alexander Young Building
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr.‘Kanalz:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thark you for your March 3, 1977 review comments on the
subject document. Your recommendation for either Siteg a,
B, or J for the pProposed school will be considered in the
final evaluation and recommendation of a school site,

Ver

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk 3-8
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

HONOLULU DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
BLDG, 230, FT. SHAFTER
APO SAN FRANCISCO p63s8

8 March 1%%7

T &

2 < o
Mr. Hideo Muzakami ce o 0
Department of Accounting and General Services ,c':?_"_ ) <
P.0. Box 119 "': - !"_“_,
Bonolulu, Hawaii 96810 g- :i -

7 =

Dear Mr. Murakami:

We have reviewed the Draft Site Sel‘efct::lon Report and Envirommental Impact
Statement for Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School as requested in
your letter No. (P) 1077.7. The Corps commented on the Draft Site Selec-
tion Report for this project in a letter to Mr, Rikio Nishioka dated

14 July 1976. _We feel our comments were adequately addressed in this
document and have no further comments to make at this time. We wish

to thank you for the opportunity for additional input.

Sincerely yours,

7, g >
/é Chief/ Engineering Division

%\C,EN reﬂf,l,

eNOLUT,
%
N
1976

A2

«
't’b'-:i.re.gsi.\'*“i N

D-44

L

|

8=
=



GEORGE R. ARIYOSH!
GOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAM!
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTROLLEA
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO, (P)1500.7

P. O, BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 95810

MEN 12 1977

Department of the Army
Honolulu District

Corps of Engineers

Bldg. 230, Ft. Shafter
APO San Francisco 96558

Gentlemen:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
Ref: PODED-PV

Thank you for your 14 July 1976 and 8 March 1977 -review
comments on the subject document. A discussion on the potential
overland flood flows at Site E and the proposed drainage improve-
ments will be included in the final Site Selection Report.

Our current procedure is to combine the Draft Site Selection
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement into one document to
permit a2 more comprehensive review and also to expedite the pre-
paration, review, and completion of the project. Our response to !
your comments on the Draft Site Selection Report was therefore
withheld until the Draft Environmental Impact Statement was also
prepared and circulated for review.

Please note that the acreage standard for the proposed
school site has been reduced by the Department of Education to
6% acres for Sites B and D and to 8 acres for the other alter-
native sites. .

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHIQKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:iy
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GEORGE N, ARIYOSHI

RECEIVED
fraWl | T

LICW Oi\ﬁs
ow.OF PERGS

To: Mr.

JOHN FARJAS AR,
CHAIRMAN, BOAED NP LG RICULTURE
Yuxio it alves-
DEPUTY TO CHAIRMAN

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
1420 30. KING STREET
MONOLULU, HAWAN 98814

February 11, 1977

Hideo Murakami, State Comptroller

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and
Eavironmental Impact Stat:ement
Makawao=-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
Makawao, Maui, Hawaii
TMK: 2-2, 2-3, and 2=4

The Department

of Agriculture has reviewed the subject report and offers

comments as follows:

Of the ten alternative sites, only sites A, B, and J are not in State Land
Use Agriculture Districts. Of these three sites, site B appears to be the
best alternative because:

1.

2.

It is in Urban/Rural State Land Use Districts and the
Rural District is bounded on three sides by sizeable
urban classed land.

The Pukalani area, with the largest urban classed laund area

. of 1,050 acres, will probably realize the greatest amount

S.

6.

of population growth. The report estimates that from 1985
on the majority of K-7 students will be generated by the
Fukalani School.

Use of site B will be in conformance with the County
General Plan and zoning.

Site B is vacant.land and its use would not displace any
people. Use of site A would displace six families.

Site B land is owned by the County. Use of sites A or J

would require acquisition of private land owned by two or
more individuals.

Site B is the best site of the three in terms of traffic
hazard considerations. )

D-46
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" JOHN FARIAS, YIR.
Chairman, Board of Agriculture

Memo to Hideo Murakami
February 11, 1977
Page 2

7. Use of site B incurs the lowest development cost of all
sites. Compared to sites A and J use of site B would
cost 35.6% of the cost of using site A and 45.47, of the
cost of using site J.

While the Department of Agriculture recognizes the necessity of providing
educational facilities in demand areas, it also recognizes that the
availability of public facilities itself stimulates further urbanization..
For this reason the Department of Agriculture recommends strongly against
use of any site located in an Agricultural District and, further, recom-
mends that site B be utilized because the Pukalani area can best contain
urbanization within the existing urban district in Kula.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

D-47 f



GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII + CEPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES : !
P, 0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 98810 LETTER NO, (P)1162.7

FEB 231977

Honorable John Farias
Chairian

Department of Agriculture
State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Mr. Farias:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
Makawao, Maui, Hawaii

Thank you for your review comments of February 11, 1977 on
the subject document. Your reszommendation which opposes the
selection of any site located in an Agricultural District will
be considered in the final evaluation and recommendation of a
school site.

Very/ truly yours,

//HIDEO MURAKAMI
State Comptroller

D-48
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CGOVERMOR OF HA ka 27 BOARD OF LAND & NATURAL RESOURCES
ca (7 '4” '7 . EDGAR A, HAMASU
04 0§,c » ’ ORPUTY TO THE CHAIRMAN
ORtg STATE OF HAWAII I
DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMNVEYANCES )
P, O. BOX 621 FISBH AND GAME
* FORELSTRY

HONOLULU, HAWAII D8809 LAND MANAGEMENT

STATE PARKS
WATER AND LAND DEVELOPMENT

February 18, 1977

Honorable Hideo Murakami
Comptroller

P. O, Box 119

Honolulu, HI 96810

Dear Sir:

We have reviewed the draft EIS for
the proposed Puvkalani Intermediate School.

. We recommend this project be closely
coordinated with the County Water Department
to ensure a dependable water supply at the

~ site chosen.
Very truly yours,

b

GORDON SOH
Program Planning Coordinater

cc: DOWALD
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVEANOR

HIDEO MURAKAMI
COMPTAOLLEA

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

~

STATE OF HAWAII _ DEPUTY COMPTROLLEA
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P, 0, BOX 110, HONOLULL, HAWAI) 6810 LETTERNO. (P)1331.7 |
Honorable Christopher Cobb
Chairman
Department of Land and
Natural Resources

State of Hawaii
Honolulu, Hawaii
Dear Mr. Cobb:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS

Makawao-Pukalani~Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 18, 1977 review of the
subject document. The water supply for each alternative

site has been coordinated with the Maui County Department
of Water Supply.

Please note that the acreage standard for the proposed
school site has been reduced by DOE to 6-1/2 acres for Sites
B and D and to 8 acres for the other alternative sites.

Very truly yours,

HIDEO MURAXKAMI
State Comptroller
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February 25, 1977
Ref. No. 3031

~— MEMORANDUM
T0: The Honorable Hideo Murakami, State Comptroller

— Department of Accounting Gen Services
= FROM: Hideto Kono, Director

- SUBJECT: Draft Staff Study on the Site Selection and Environmental Impact

- Statement for an Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
Area, Maui

C We have reviewed the subject document and wish to offer the following

_ comments at this time.

. . 1. Comments on the study from the Maui Planning Department, the

Maui District School Advisory Council, and the Makawao P.T.A.
i ‘ all seem to favor site D, adjacent to the Eddie Tam Memorial
. Park, as the site for the new school. In view of the. support

for site D, perhaps more study should be directed toward
evaluating some of the advantages offered by this site which

Fﬁl were not examined in the study, including commmity support.
2. The EIS seems to adequately assess the major envirommental

- impacts which could be anticipated to result from the proposed

| action.

— We appreciate this opportunity to review and comment on this Draft

Site Selection Report and EIS.

.

|

(-]

L.
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GEORGE R, ARIYOSH!
GOVERNOR

HIDEOQ MURAKAM!
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA
STATE OF HAWAII . DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
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DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AMD GENERAL SERVICES :

P. 0. 80X 119, HONGLULU, HAWA) 28810 LETTERNO. (P)1254,7

MAR 1 41977 -

Honorable Hideto Kon -
Director N

Departmant of Planning

and Economic Development _
State of Hawaii ,
Honolulu, Hawaii -

Dear Mr. Kono: -

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS ™

Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School —

"Ref. No. 3031 P

- Thank you for your February 25, 1977 review commants on
the subject document. We do not believe the comments received ~
to date show the need to "evaluaté some of the advantages —
offered by this site which were not examined in +he study,

. including community support". However, the final evaluation -
and recommendation of a school site will consider the review -
comments and community Support received during the consulta- ~
tion and public review phases of the project. -

Very truly yours, -
“»

L

HIDEO MURAKAMT =~

State Comptroller -

)
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GEORGE R. ARIYQOSHI E. ALVEY WRIGHT

GOVEANOR RECE I DIRECTOR
VER
H‘ﬁ 2 ’ II 31 AH '77 RD‘LOK\:':m‘I::AAszTéNNA
O, OF py CH':GH:: :'. iw::szr:

) %sfc Woax STATE OF HAWALII

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
808 PUNCHBOWL STREET :
HONOLULUY, HAWAIL 96813 IN REPLY REFER TO:

March 15, 1977 ) STP 8.4159

Mr. Hideo Murakami
State Comptroller
Department of Accounting
and General Services
P. 0. Box 119
Honolulu, Hawaii 96810 .

Dear Mr. Murakami:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and Environmental Impact Statement
for Makawao-Pukalani-Kuia Intermediate School, Makawao, Maui

Thank you very much for giving us the opportunity to review the above-
cap?iogeg report. We have the following comments on some of the sites
evaluated:

1. Site B-~-Prior to the opening last Fall of Pukalani Elementary School,
considerable concern was raised by parents, police and others
about the safety of students who had to walk to school via
Ha;ea¥a1a Highway. As a result, all such students are bussed to
school.

The realignment of Haleakala Highway which is intended to
remove the through traffic and thereby reducing the congestion
and hazards on the existing highway is not scheduled for construc-
tion until after 1982-83. In addition, the Department of Trans-
portation has no current plans for improving the existing highway.
Thus, if Site B is selected, the same traffic concerns and bussing
of students will have to be faced until the realignment of
Haleakala Highway is completed.

2, Site C--This site fronts Kula Highway which is a 55 MPH highway.

: Considerable concerns have been expressed by parents and police
about the traffic not slowing down despite the existence of a
flashing 1ight and multiple warning and regulatory signs in the
vicinity of Kula Elementary School. Adding another school in the
vicinity will only compound the problem.

3. Sites H and I--The same traffic concerns expressed for Site B also
apply for these sites.

D-53



Mr. Hideo Murakami " STP 8.4159
Page 2
March 15, 1977

4. Site J--Kula Highway is a 1imited access highway and access is
not permitted at the location shown in the sketch (Fig. 17).
The nearest access point is approximately 200 feet north near
Kaakakai Gulch. _

With respect to traffic, the same concernsexpressed for
Site C apply to this Site J.

Sincerely,

é 92 . 0
E. ALVEY NR;!-H; =
‘Director
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNCR

HIDEQ MURAKAM}
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII OEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P, Q. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 98810 LETTER NO. ‘p 2 1512.7

MAaY 161977

Honorable E. Alvey Wright
Director

Department of Transportation
State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Admiral Wright:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani—gula Intermediate School

Thank you for your March 15, 1977 review comments on the
subject document. The following responses are made to your
concerns:

l. Site B
The proposed school is now scheduled to open during the
1983-85 period. Accordingly, it is anticipated that
the realignment of Haleakala Highway will be completed
at approximately the same time. School bussing service
can be expanded if additional pedestrian safety concerns
- are encountered.

2. Site C
The current traffic hazards at Kula Elementary School
and the anticipated compounding of the traffic problem
if the intermediate school is located at this site is
acknowledged. These items will be included in the EIS.

3. Sites H and I
Response on Site B also applies to these sites.

4, Site J .
The access location for this site will be moved approx-
imately 200 feet northward as shown on the attached map.
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Honorable E. Alvey Wright Ltr. No, (P)1512.7
Page 2

The potential traffic concerns which would occur
should the school be constructed at this site will
be included in the EIS.

Please note that the acreage standard for the proposed school
site has been reduced by DOE to 6% acres for Sites B and D and to
8 acres for the other alternative sites.

Very truly yours,

IDEO MURAKAMI
State Comptroller

Attachment

D-56
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TELEPHONE NO.
5485015

oy ==
| % % STATE OF HAWAII
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL

QFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
550 HALEXAUWILA ST.
ROOM 301
HONOLULU, HAWA 98813
March 3, 1977

MEMORANDUM

TO: Hideo Murakami, Director
Department of Accounting and General S

FROM: Richard E. Marland, Directer
Office of Environmental Quality Con

SUBJECT: Draft Site Selcction Report and Environmental Impact Statement
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Inetermediate School, Makawao, Maui

Thank you for inviting us to comment on the subject project.
Unfbrtunately, we are not able to accomodate every request for consultation
that is received. We will, however, comment on the EIS when it is officially
filed with the Environmental Quality Commission.

If you should have further questions on this matter, please do not
hesitate to contact us again.
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o ;galﬂﬂ‘i’ersny of Hawaii at Manoa
¢ 0”‘3 Enviroﬁmental Center
Crawford 317 « 2550 Campus Road
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
Telephone (808) 948-7361

Office of the Director
February 1, 1977

Mr. Hideo Murakami

State Comptroller .
Department of Accounting and General Services
P.0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Murakami:
Draft Staff Study on the Site Selection and

Environmental Impact Statement for an Intermediate School
for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area. Decemoer 1976.

The Environmental Center has received your memo of January 28, 1977 requesting
our review of the above sited draft report. We have noted that the Environmental
Center comments from an earlier review of the May 1976, Makawao Intermediate
School Draft Site Selection Report are appended to this report (pg. C-22, 23).
There is no indication in the present draft report (Dec. 1976) that our com-
pments or those of any of the other respondents (appendix C) have been addressed.
In fact, with the exception of the addition of 2 paragraphs on pgs 44 and 45

the Dec. 1976 report and the May 1976 site selection reports appear to be iden-
tical.

We note that the EIS (appendix D) is now in the consultation phase (pg. D-4).
We will appreciate your consideration of the comments submitted by the Enviren-

mental Center (July 23, 1976) on the May 1976 report in the preparation of the
EIS.

Yours very truly,

{fé&éﬁ,ﬂ

Doak C, Cox
Director

P

NOTE: See Appendix C of the Site Selection Report for
the July 23, 1876 letter. .
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MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTAOLLER
DEPARTMENT OFF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTERNO.{P)1661.7

P, O. BOX 112, HONOLULU, HAWALI 98810

JUN 221977

Dr. Doak C. Cox, Director
Environmental Center
University of Hawaii

2540 Maile Way

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

, Dear Dr. Cox:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Study and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani~-Kula ‘Intermediate School

Thank you for your July 23, 1976 and February 1, 1977
comments on the subject document. These and other comments
from governmental agencies and community groups will help us
to continue improving the process of selecting sites for

public facilities and preparing environmental impact state-
ments.

Our responses to ydur comments and concerns are con-
tained in the attachment. If you have additional questions,

please have your staff contact Mr. Harold Sonomura of the
Planning Branch at 548-5703.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHEHIOKA

Sfate Public Works Engineer

HSi:nk 5=2
Attachment
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February 1, 1977 Letter

The May and December 1976 draft site selection reports are
almost identical. After distribution of the May 1976 report
to selected governmental agencies, our procedures for solic-
iting review comments on a site selection report and EIS

were revised. Previously, a draft site selection report and
draft EIS were distributed separately for review and comments.
We are now combining the draft site selection report and
draft EIS in one document for concurrent review and consul-
tation.

We believe this procedure allows a more comprehensive review
of the total report and also expedites the preparation,
review, and completion of the studies. In following the new
procedure, the May draft site selection report was redistri-
buted with the draft EIS dated December 1876. Therefore,
comments received on the May and December reports are being
combined.

July 23, 1576 Letter
1. Additional Community Criteria - We do not believe these
are relevant factors ror selecting a school site since
the school will be located within the community it

serves and will be available for community use during
non-school hours.

If the availability of meeting places and ball fields
within a given distance of a community were included in
the site criteria, then other minor secondary items
which also benefit the community should be included.
Examples would be placements of schools in undeveloped
or depressed areas so the roadways; sidewalks; water,
drainage, sewer and electrical systems, etc., provided
by the school also provide some community benefits.

2. Evaluation Criteria Relevance Factor - We agree that
each item of the site evaluation criteria does not have
the same weight. However, we have not assigned rela-
tive values to the criteria because:

(a) The criteria developed to evaluate and rate school
gsites was divided into two parts—-school and
community criteria. The school site criteria
contains those items which are considered per-
tinent from the school's standpoint, whereas the
community site criteria contains those items which
are considered pertinent from the community's
viewpoint. ‘hus, there are items in both parts
which appear to be identical or highly inter-
related like "traffic" or "aesthetic wvalue" and
"natural beauty”. However, review of the criteria
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for each of these items shows that they do not
necessarily give more weight to these items in the
evaluation table. This is because what is good
for the school in terms of traffic and aesthetic
value may be bad for the community in terms of
traffic and natural beauty.

(b) Each item in the site selection criteria was
reduced to a level that was well-defined, still
pertinent to the project, and could be rated in a
simple and straightforward manner. If items in
the criteria shown in Appendix A of the draft site
selection report were not reduced to thisg level,
the rating procedure would become more cumbersome
based on the increased number of variations that
would apply to a given rating for an item, By
reducing the items in the site selection criteria
to the level mentioned, the rating for items such
as "attractive nuisance", "aesthetic value”, and
"natural beauty" which are subjective in nature,
becomes more objective.

(c) It is possible to weigh the evaluation criteria by
assigning an appropriate numerical value to each
item of the site selection criteria. However, the
numerical values do not appear to remain constant
on a statewide basis. For example, the use of SLU
"conservation" rather than "agricultural™ land or
the use of SLU "agricultural® rather than "arban"
land might be more desirable for a given area.
Also, other criteria which would normally have a
lower numerical rating than the item for SLU
District may be higher for a particular area. By
changing the numerical ratings for each report, it
would appear as though we were "fudging" the
outcome to favor a particular site.

(@) We £ind that our present criteria permits us to
conduct an objective evaluation of the alternative
sites and to reduce the number of potential sites
to the "best" two or three sites without assigning
relative numerical values. Our final evaluation
of the "best" sites will include comparison of the
differences between the sites in terms of school
criteria, community criteria, cost considerations,
and the responses from community organizations and
governmental agencies.

Relationship Of Cost Considerations - The relationship
OL relative cost and site selection criteria are dis-
cussed on pages 44 and 45 of the December report.

Future High School - a facilities'development plan for
€ Maul High Complex has been prepared and adopted by
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5.

7.

the DOE for long-range planning purposes. This plan
does not project the need for an additional high school
in the up-country area during the period from now to
1995. 1In the event a high school site is required in
the future, there may be a change in community feeling
about locating a high school next to an intermediate
school or the site study may indicate the high school
should be located elsevwhere. Also, the concept of
joint-use of specialized facilities by the intermediate
and high school and community is not as workable as it
seems because the demands on the facilities are made at
the same time. Finally, the preparation of the required
environmental assessment for a future high school site
would very likely be deficient if the need for the
school cannot be substantiated at this time.

The scope of our site study is therefore limited to the
evaluation and selection of an intermediate school site
for 500 students as outlined in Chapter 1 of the report.

County General Plan - The general plan for Makawao,
Pukalani, and Kula was adopted by Maui County on
September 17, 1976. :

Impact On Flora - We agree.

Community Input - The DOE obtained input from the
community, school advisory council, and PTA's through
public hearings before establishing the grade organi-
zations for the Maui High Complex. These organiza-
tional decisions were finalized before the DOE requested
that DAGS initiate the site selection study for the
intermediate school. The altermative grade organiza-
tions such as k-6, 7-8, and 9-12 were evaluated by the
DOE as follows:

"There may be considerations other than educational
considerations in the alignment of some K-6 and 7-8
schools. From what is generally known about human
growth and development and the ways in which schools
are organized, the K-6, 7-8, 9-12 alignment seems
appropriate. Programs are designed to give attention
to the general characteristics of the various age
groups in the realms of social development, educational
and language development, physical development, and
personal development. If attention is +o0 be directed
towards the unique needs of the various groups, there
would not be any educational advantages in merging one
segment with the next. This consideration is one of
the predominant reasons for establishing a separate
intermediate (7-8) school."

The DOE is also cognizant of the communities’ accept-

ance of the proposed school organization as indicated
by the following statement:
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"We are aware of the concerns of some.of the Kula
parents relative to the proposed relocation of grades 7
and 8 from Kula Elementary School to the Makawao Inter-
mediate School. We have initiated the effort to gain
such support as necessary on a district-wide basigs to
enable us to eventually establish intermediate schools
in all of the major areas to delimit our elementary
schools to grades kindergarten through sixth. The
primary focus of this effort will be on our attempt to
convince our community people that the students in
grades 7 and 8 will profit by being in schools which
have only these two grades from the standpoint of
educational programming and the concentrated effort to
provide for the unique persconal and social needs of
these students. We hope to be able to gain the support

of parents in this effort even among the parents in
Kula."

Please note that DAGS solicited comments from various com-
munity organizations and individuals on the draft site

governmental agencies like the university. These comments
and recommendations and our responses will be included in
the EIS document to be distributed by EQC before a site is
recommended for approval by the Governor.
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‘ELMER F, CRAVALHO

Mayor

SHIGETO MURAYAMA—

RECMVER
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OFFICE OF THE MAY !
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WAILUKU, MAUL, HAWALN 96793
TELEPHONE T44-785%
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FEB 1¢ 1977

February 14, 1977 ¢6;

MRATR
!.-FAI'E QMER

OF amwag

Mr. Hideo Murakami

State Comptroller

Department of Accounting & General Services
Division of Public Works .

P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Murakami:

Re:

Draft Site Selection Report and Inviromnmental Impact
Statement for the Proposed Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
Intermediate School.

The following comments are forwarded for your comsiderationm:

1.

OQur Planning office responded to the Site Selection

Study portion of the above document on July 7, 1976.

We stated that the proposed Intermediate School should

be located adjacent to the Eddie Tam Memorial Gym

Complex in Makawao based on the Makawag-Pukalani-Kula
General Plan, and due to the fact that County recreational
facilities are available which would enhance a joint
school-park complex leading to a more efficient and
appropriate usage of public facilities.

A re-evaluation of the site selection aspects of the
proposed project reaffirms our recommendation as to the
location of the Intermediate School. While certain site
development costs may be higher due to the need to
improve vehicular circulation as a result of locating a
school facility at the Gym site, these costs would be
off~set by a lower acquisition cost, on-site development
cost and, perhaps, operational costs such as bussing.

We do not concur with the suggested change from the
intended 1977 opening date to a date between 1982-1985.
We understand a 1977 date would be practically impossible,
but, on the other hand, a definite date should be
established with a preference to the earliest date of
opening possible (see p. C-6).
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4.

We do not necessarily agree with Superintendent Charles
Clark's evaluation of Site "D'" adjacent to Eddie Tam Gym
(see page c-8).

The Environmental Impact Statement has serious deficiencies
as follows:

a. The EIS is written to encompass all of the proposed
sites. With ten possible school sites, it would
seem there would be extensive differences in environ-
mental concerns. The treatment of environmental .
concerns in a general manner, necessitated by the
approach of covering all ten sites, does not seem
proper. We would suggest the traditional approach

" of preparing an EIS after the selection of a site
has been made would be more appropriate.

‘b. (p. D-7) Reference to the trend of the up-~country area

towards a suburban community would not be accurate
unless a qualification of equal importance is made
that the County has identified and declared through
its general plan that a large, select area of Kula
has been designated for prime diversified agriculture,
and, accordingly, the County has initiated the Kula
Agricultural Park.

c. (p. D-13) We feel additional commentary is desirable
relative to the social aspects of the proposed project.
Particularly, it would be desirable for the community
to be aware of the social benefits of school facilities
not only in the availability of such facilities but in
programs, if any, by D.0.E. that may enhance the
lifestyle and social-cultural pleasures of the people.

Adult classes, musical programs, joint school-County
cultural enhancement programs, community activities
related to education and other programs should be
emphasized if we are to adhere to the goal of
“education as a continuing process’.

What is the rationale for placing K-6 with intermediate?
Do you foresee in the future merging of intermediate and
high school? High schools with higher education?
Pre-school with kindergarten, etc.? Are present groupings
based on administrative considerations or on human growth
and developmental patterns? In other words, are the '

established groupings "na;ural"?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

ELMER F. CRAVALHO
Mayor
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. GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOA

HIDEOQ MURAKAM!
COMPTROLLER .

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAI DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING ANC GENERAL SERVIGES

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULLY, HAWAI] 5¢810 LETTER No.(P) 15983.7

JUN 8 1577

Honorable Elmer Cravalho

Mayor

County of Maui
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

Dear Mayor Cravalho:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Makawao-Pukalani~Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 14, 1977 review comments on the
subject document. The following responses to your concerns are

offered:

1.

School-Park Complex - Maui County's preference for a
joint school-park complex with the County's Eddie Tam
Memorial Gym Complex based on the available recrea-
tional facilities and the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula general

plan will be included in the Site Selection Report and
EIS.

Costs = Our cost considerations in the draft report show
that the Eddie Tam Site "D" would have the least cost
in terms of land acquisition and on-site development,
the highest off-site developrment cost based on our
assumption that both Maha and Ukiu Roads need to be
widened, and a total comparative cost which is $577,000
more than the least costly site. Since the comparative
cost for Site D is dependent upon the need to provide
access to the site, we request a response from your
Public Works Department concerning the need to widen
both Maha and Ukiu Roads.

Please note that the acreage standard for the proposed
school site has been reduced by the Department of Educa-
tion to 6% acres for Sites B and D and to 8 acres for
the other alternative sites. This will affect the com-
parative costs of the alternative sites, The new costs
will be computed before distribution of the EIS.
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Page 2
3.

Opening Date - The 1977 opening date set in 1972 was
changed in 1975 to the 1982-1985 pericd and revised in
1976 to the 1983-1985 period. The opening date which
is set by the Department of Education is subject to
enxollment reaching the 400 minimum guideline for open-
ing new schools. The present grades 7 and 8 enrollment
in the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula area is approximately 300
students and is projected to increase to approximately
350 by 1982. The Department of Education's planning
guideline permits opening of new schools with less than
400 studentd, provided the enrollment will reach 400
within three to four vears. Present Department of Edu-
cation projections indicate that the 400 total will be
attained between 1985 and 1990.

Superintendent's Evaluation = No comments.

Environmental Impact Statement

a. The draft EIS was prepared to encompass all of the
alternative sites based on the provisions of Section
1:42 g. of the EIS regulations which states: "A
rigorous exploration and objective evaluation of
the environmental impacts of all reasonable alter-
native actions, particularly those that might
enhance environmental guality or aveid or reduce
some or all of the adverse environmental berefits,
costs, and risks shall be included in the agency
review process in order not to prematurely fore-
close options which might enhance ‘environmental
quality or have less detrimental effects". We do
not believe that preparation of an EIS only for the
selected site would be in accord with the preceding
guideline.

b, The description of the environmental setting for the
up-country area will be revised to include a dis-
cussion of the prime diversified agricultural lands
designated in the Kula area by the County.

¢. The EIS will include the following commentary rela-
tive to the social aspects of this project: "The
proposed school should enhance the lifestyle of the
up-country area and contribute social benefits to
- the surrounding community in terms of providing
adult classes, nmusical programs, joint school~-county
cultural enhancement program, etc.”.

Organizational Rationale - The Department of Education

considers the K-6, 7-8, alignment to be appropriate based

on the following:

"There may be considerations other than educational
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Page 3

considerations in the alignment of some K~6 and 7-8
schools. From what is generally known about human
growth and development and the ways in which schools

are organized, the K-6, 7-8, 9-12-alignment seens

appropriate. Programs are designed to give atten-
tion to the general characteristics of the variocus
age groups in the realms of social development,
educational and language development, physical
development, znd personal development. If atten-
tion is to be directed towards the unique needs of
the various groups, there would not be any educa-
tional advantages in merging one segment with the
next. This consideration is one of the predominant
reasons for establishing a separate intermediate
(7-8) school."

Respectfully,

HIDEO MURAKAMT
State Comptroller
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ELMER E. CRAVALHO
Mayor

- e
WAYNE UEMAE R-EC ‘-‘VE‘
Director of Public Works
cepue SLALASE. e il 2o P
yBLIC WO RRS
COUNTY OF MAUI OIv. Of PDAGS

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

200 SOUTH HIGH STRRET
WALLUKLU, MAUL, HAWAII 24783

June 23, 1977

Mr. Hideo Murakami

State Comptroller

Dept. of Accounting and
General Services

P. O. Box 119

Honolulu, Hi 96810

Dear Mr. Murakami:

Re: Draft Site Selection Report and
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

In reference to your letter of June 8, 1977 regarding the
.subject, the school Site "D" should be provided with
improved accesses to accommodate traffic from both the
Pukalani direction and Makawao proper-.

The Makani Street right-of-way should be improved to

44' from Makawao Avenue to a point where a new access
road, improved as above, should be constructed to the
school site.

Ukiu and Maha streets should also be widened to 44' and
an access road provided to the school site.

Very truly yours,

W
WAYNE UEMAE
Director pf Public Works

NOTE: DAGS June 8, 1977 letter was to Mayor Cravalho.
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GEORGE R, ARIYOSH!
GOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAI DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT QF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER No. (P)1702.7

P. O. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96810

JUL 1 1977

Mr. Wayne Uemae

Director

Department of Public Works
County of Maui

200 South High Street ‘
Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

Dear Mr., Uemae:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao~Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your June 23, 1977 response to our inguirv on
the access requirements for Alternative Site "D" in Makawao.

We will indicate that access to the site from Makani Road and
Maha Road must be provided as shown on the attached plan.

Very truly yours,

RIKIO NISHIOKA
Stpte Public Works Engineer

HS:jnt
Attachment
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DEPARTMENT OF WATER SUPPLY
COUNTY OF MAUI

£. 0. BOX 1109
WAILUKXLU, MAUI, HAWALI 9687923

February 17, 1977

Mr. Hideo Murakami, State Comptroller

State of Hawaii

Department of Accounting & General Services
P. O. Box 119 :
Honolulu, Hi 96810

Dear Mr. Murakami:
Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and Environmental Impace

Statement, Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate Schol, Makawao,
Maui '

Thank you for the opportunity to review the subject report.

We find no major addition or corrections are needed. However, we
question the ability of the existing 6-inch waterline on Makani Road

to adequately serve the fire protection needs of Sites E and F; an

8_inch waterline being preferable and perhaps required. Likewise,
for the proposed 6-inch on Laie Drive for Site G.

We have no further comment at this time.
Sincerely,

.s:?\ . . ;f

rﬂ#xizzéaﬂiug} = S

Tatsumi lmada, Acting Director

KS/ao
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVEANOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTAOLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAI! . ceurycompmaoues
DEPAATMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES o . )
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO(R) 1245.7

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWA!I 96810

MAR 111977

Mr. Tatsumi Imada

Acting Director

Department of Water Supply
County of Maui

P. O. Box 1109

Wailuku, Maui - 96793

Dear Mr, Imada:

Subject: Draft Site Selecticn Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 17, 1977 review comments on the
subject document. We will revise our study to indicate the
following: ’

l. Replacement of the existing 6" waterline along
Makani Road with an 8" waterline ‘to service
Sites E and F. '

2. Installation of an 8" waterline in lieu of a
6" waterline along Laie Drive for Site G.

xru}y fours,
~

Very

RIKIO NISHIOXA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:iy
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RECEIVED
GASCO,INC.

A PRLCIFIC RESDURCES COMPANY FEB Zz B uo AH ’77.

MALI DIVISION /.70 HANA HIGHWAY

KAHULLI, MALI 98732 DIY. OF PUBLIC WORKS
DAGS

February 17, 1977

Dept. of Accounting & General Services
Division of Public Works
P, 0. Box 119
Honolulu, HL 96810
Attention: Mr. Hideo Murakami
Dear Mr. Murakami:
Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and
Environmental Tmpact Statement
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School
The proposed sites as shown in the subject document will
pose no special hardship 1if indeed gas service will be required
at this school. Other than this I have no further comments
concerning this report.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on your
project. .

Very truly yours,

-

RME S. SANO
BRANCH MANAGER

JSS[snf

Maui - 4/77
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N P. 0. Box 143
o b oo ¥ Haliimaile, Hawaii 96787
oF PUBLIV WORKS February 7, 1977 .

Mr. Hideo Murakami

State Comptroller

Dept. of Accounting & General Services
P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Sir:

Subject--Draft Site Selection Report & Environmental
Impact Statement on Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
Intermediate School

We are extremely disappointed that so much State money has been spent
to study alternative sites. We still feel that as was the case in
February, 1972, there is no real alternative to Site D at the Eddie
Tam Gym area. As stated in Mr. Charles Clark's letter, it is apparent
that there is no alternative to Site D.

This site was chosen by the DOE and the Department of Accounting and
General Services informed on November 6, 1972,

In our opinion, expanding the site study has only been a waste of
time and money, as the Makawao/Pukalani General Plan has already
set aside the Fddie Tam parcel for the school site.

Qur major concern with the selection of Site D is the reduction in
acres required for purchase. We feel that the nine-acre minimum is
unrealistic and shows short term planning. As discussed numerous times
by the people of the community and as pointed out in Doak Cox's letter
to you, it is unrealistic to think that there will not be a need in

the future for an up-country high school., The most unrealistic plan
would be to purchase a larger site, such.as D plus E, as originally
appropri ated.

Some additional points to be brought out are:
1. DRAINAGE THROUGH SITE D

Drainage through Site D should be a major one. While water does
drain through the Makawao side border, 1t is adequately handled

through a small diversion ditch, which can be easily widened and
grassed at low cost.



- Mr. Hfdeo Murakami

February 7, 1977
P;ge 2

2.

3.

4,

PEDESTRIAN ACCESS THROUGH SITE D
I can think of fewer, safer accesses than through the park,
STATE LAND USE AND POSSIBILITY BEING ZONED FOR AGRICULTURE

It is unrealistic to say that this particular parcel would ever
be used for major agriculture purposes, as most of the adjacent
land is being developed into two-acre lots.

RAINFALL (Site D "poor® and Site H "good")

It is obvious that whoever made the evaluation has not Jived in
the area, as Site H infrequently has intensity rains, which are
gully washers, while Site D has the most normal, in fact pleasant
rainfall pattem.

OPENING DATE

As stated in your report, the opening was changed from 1977 to
tentatively between 1982 and 1985. We feel this is an undesirabie
change, as it has had absolutely no community input. The people
who have children in the up-country system, feel that there is

an urgent need to progress as rapidly as possible and that the
constant delays and red tape from the start of the project in
1972, are unwarranted.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

b
&""\-.6. &3’){&6&0‘// .
~7
L. D. MacCTuer, Chairman 7
School Site Committee
Makawao School PTA

LOM/s]

xc: William D. Tavares

Janice Kinoshita
Darrel 0Oishi
Susan Halas (Maui News)
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O ey, jﬁ' 79 February 16, 1977

CORRECTED COPFDFAMSER DATED February 7, 1977

Mr. Hideo Murakzmi

State Comptroller

Dept. of Accounting & General Services
P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Sir:

Subject--Draft Site Selection Report & Environmental
Impact Statement on Makawao-Pukalani-Kula
Intermediate School

We are extremely disappointed that so much State money has been spent
to study alternative sites. We still feel that as was the cacse in
February, 1972, there is no real alternative to Site D at the Eddie
Tam Gym area. As stated in Mr. Charles Clark's letter, it is apparent
that there is no alternative to Site D.

This site was éhosen by the DOE and the Department of Accounting and
General Services informed cn November &, 1972,

In our opinicn, expanding the site study has only been a waste of
time and money, as the Makawao-Pukalani General Plan has already
set aside the Eddie Tam parcel for the school site.

Our major concern with the selection of Site D is the reduction in

acres required for purchase. Me feel that the nine-acre minimum is
unrealistic and shows short term planning. As discussed numerous times
by the people of the community and as pointed out in Doak Cox's letter to
you, it is unrealistic to think that there will not be a need in the
future for an up-country high school. The most realistic plan would be
to purchase a larger site, such as D plus E, as originally appropriated.

Some additicnal points to be brought out are:
1. DRAINAGE THROUGH SITE D
Drainage through Site D should be a minor problem. Vhile water does

drain through the Makawao side border; it is adequately handled
through a small diversion ditch, which can be easily widened and

grassed at low cost.
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Mr..Hideo Murakami
February 16, 1977
Page 2

2.

PEDESTRIAN ACCESS THRCUGH SITE D

I can think of fewer, safer accesses than through the park.
STATE LAND USE AND POSSIBILITY BEING ZONED FOR AGRICULTURE

It 1s unrealistic to say that this particular parcel would ever
be used for major agriculture purposes, as most of the adjacent
land is being developed into two-acre lots.

RAINFALL (Site D "poor" and Site H "good*)

It is obvious that whoever made the evaluation has not 1ived in

the area, as Site H infrequently has high intensity rains, which are
gully washers, while Site D has the most novmal, in fact pleasant,

rainfall pattern.
OPENING DATE
As stated in your report, the opening was changed from 1977 to

tentatively between 1982 and 1985. We feel this is an undesirable

change, as it has had absolutely no community input. The people
who have children in the up-country system, feel that there is
an urgent need to progress as rapidly as possible and that the
constant delays and red tape from the start of the project in
1872, are unwarranted.

Thank you for a116wing us the opportunity to comment.

LDM/sj

Xc:

Sincerely,

L. D. MacCluer, Chaimman
School Site Committee
Makawao School PTA

William D. Tavares
Janice Kinoshita

Darrel Qishi .

Susan Halas (Maui News)
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, GEORGE R, ARIYQSHI
GOVEANOR

HIDEO MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA

STATE OF HAWAII OEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
) DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO. (P} 1660,.7

P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULY, HAWAIL 96310

JUK 221977

Mr. L. D. MacCluer

Chairman

School Site Committee
Makawao School P.T.A.

.P. O. Box 398

Makawao, Maui, Hawail 96768

Dear Mr. MacCluer:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 7, 1977 letter on the
subject document. Our response to the comments and concerns
expressed -in your letter are attached.

Very truly yours,

ol

RIKIO NISHIOEKA
State Public Works Enginee

HS:nk 1-1

Attachment

cc: Mr. C. Clark
Mr, D. Oishi
Maui S.A.C.
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1.

2.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
SUBMITTED BY
MARKAWAO SCHOOL P,.T.A. SCHOOL SITE COMMITTEE
LETTER DATED FEBRUARY 7, 1977

State Money Spent To Study Alternative Sites

A site selection study which evaluates alternative
sites and an EIS are required before the State can
expend capital improvement funds to purchase land and
develop the proposed school. Specifically, the stat-
utory requirements of Chapter 343, HRS, requires the
preparation and acceptance of an environmental impact
statement before public funds are expended. The
present EIS regulations which became effective on
June 2, 1975, requirxes "a rigorous exploration and
objective evaluation of the envirommental impacts of
all reasonable alternative actions, caa

Alternative Sites

We disagree with your comment that "there is no real
alternative to Site D at the Eddie Tam Gym area," The
first draft site selection study of October 20, 1972
rated the Pukalani Site B and the Eddie Tam Site D
about equal. The comparative cost data showed Site D
to be $91,000 less than Site E. However, our revised
gsite selection study of December 1976 rates seven (7)
sites better in terms of School Site Criteria and two
(2) sites better in terms of Community Site Criteria
than Site D. This is shown in Table 6 of the report.
Further, the study shows that three (3) alternative
sites would cost $408,000 to $577,000 less to develop
than Site D. Based on the above, we conclude that
there are reasonable alternatives to Site D which
should be evaluated.

Mr. Charles Clark's Letter Of July 27, 1976

This letter states, "We note that Table 6 {(Summary of
Alternative Sites) does not appear to particularly
favor Site D.", and "The draft study also indicates
that Site D would be relatively expensive to develop
..." Since the Maui School District has favored the
Eddie Tam Site D for some years, the DOE requested that
DAGS further investigate the feasibility of reducing
the off-site development cost of the Eddie Tam Site D
in the final evaluation.

Site Chosen By DOE

The first draft site selection report recommending
selection of Alternative Site D adjacent to Eddie Tam
Center was submitted by DAGS to DOE on October 20,

D—-80
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1972. The DOE concurred with this recommendation by
letter dated December 7, 1972 and a draft EIS was
subsequently prepared and distributed on February 1,
1973. However, it was never completed because of
several concerns raised regarding impact of the pro-
posed school site con land use policies and agriculture
which could not be resolved at that time. Accordingly,
the original draft site selection report and EIS could
not be finalized for the Governor's approval.

Site Study A Waste Of Time And Money

Please refer to Item 1.

Makawao/Pukalani General Plan

The fact that a school site is shown on the County
General Plan does not meet the regquirements for a site
selection study or an EIS. Please note that although
this is an important factor, it is one of 33 items
evaluated in the report.

Acreage Regquirements

The DOE has informed us that .the acreage standards for
schools on a statewide basis have been revised. This
new standard will require a reduction in the minimum
site size from 9 acres to 8 acres for the proposed
intermediate school. Alternative sites next +o a park
will require a further reduction to 6~1/2 acres since
the adjacent park facilities will be available for
school use. : :

Although it will be probably much cheaper to buy a high
school site now rather than sometime in the future, the
DOE does not project the need for an Up-Country high
school in their current long-range plans which extend
to the year 1995. It would therefore be more prudent
for the State to spend its limited funds on the many
more urgent needs it now faces. 1In the event a high
school site is required in the future, there may be a
change in community feeling about locating a high
school next to an intermediate school or the site study
may indicate the high school should be located else-
where. Further, the concept of joint~use of specialized
facilities by the intermediate and high school and
community is not as workable as it seems because the
demands on the facilities are made at the same time.

ADDITIONAL POINTS

1.

Drainage Through Site D

The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers has indicated that
the area is subject to overland flood flows. Accord-

D-81



2.

4.

ingly, our draft report includes a cost item for piping
the storm runoff from the Eddie Tam Park through the
proposed site to the makai gully. A closed drainage
system is preferable to a grassed open ditch to mini-
mize erosion, land wastage and maintenance costs; to
facilitate access; and for student safety. The esti-
mated diameter of the drainage line is 4 feet.

Pedestrian Access Through Site D

The proposed pedestrian and vehicular access to Site D
shown on page B-1l4 of the draft report will be revised
from Ukiu and Maha Roads to Makani Road. This will
require construction of a new road and widening of
Makani Road to accommodate the schocl traffic. Several
requests were made tc the Maui County Department of
Public Works for verification that these improvements
will meet their traffic requirements. However, we have
not received any response to our requests.

State Land Use And Possibility Being Zoned For
Agriculture

Site D was previously cultivated with pineapple and
continues to ke designated "Agriculture” by the State
Land Use Commission. Selection of this site will
require the redesignation of the land from "Agricul-
ture” to "Urban" to facilitate construction of the
school. Since there are alternative sites which are
already zoned urban, the U.S.D.A. Soll Conservation
Service and the State Department of Agriculture have
recommended against selecting a site located in an
agricultural district.

It should be noted that development of 2~acre lots does
not preclude agricultural uses. The State Land Use
Commission Rules and Regulations allow subdivision of
agricultural zoned lands into minimum lots of one acre.

Rainfall

The rainfall evaluation criteria is contained on pages
A=-7 and A-8 of the draft report. The reason for this
criteria is that the highex rainfall areas will hamperx
the physical education programs and outdoor activities.
It will also cost the State more money to construct
covered walkways and playcourt. The evaluation for
rainfall in this case was based on the median annual
rainfall map shown on Figure 27 of the draft report.
This figure was extracted from the "Makawaoc-Pukalani-
Kula General Plan Repert" prepared by Donald Wolbrink
and Asscocilates, Inc. for Maui County.

D-82
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Opening Date

The opening date for new schools is set by the Depart-~
ment of Education (DOE) based on enrollment projections
and the following guidelines:

a. Minimum design enrollment for an intermediate
school is 400 students.

b. Schools may open below the minimum enrollment if
the minimum enrollment will be reached within 3-4
years. :

These guidelines were set by the DOE to ensure that
enrollment levels will be adequate to support the
desirable educational programs and to justify expen~
ditures for land acquisition, classrooms, and support
facilities. The latest enrollment projections for the
intermediate school are as follows:

Projected
Year Enrollment
1975 (Actual) 309
1980 305
1985 370
1990 430
1995 500

The above indicates that the 400 minimum enrollment
will not be reached until 1987 or 1988. Applying the
above guidelines, the DOE has now informed us that the
opening date should be changed from 1982-1985 to 1983-
1985. Since obtaining community input and/or keeping
the community informed of DOE plans is the responsi-
bility of the various School Districts and School
Advisory Councils, copies of this letter and your
letter have been sent to them for their information.

We regret that the people who have children in the Up~
Country system feel that the delays and red tape from
the start of this project in 1972 are unwarranted.
However, we believe that the reasons provided in this
response should answer their concerns.
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Y4l 07,  March 1, 1977

atate of Hawaii

Dept. of Accounting & General Services
P,0. Pox 119

Honolulu, Hewail 94810

Attention: M, Harold Sonomura, Public Woris Division

Re: Draf+ Site Selection Report gnd Environmah+zl Impact Statement
Makatrao-Pukelani-~iula Intermediate School
Makawao, Maui, Hewaii

Dear Sir:

Pursuant 4o your request on +he above subject matter, W respond
in +he following manner:

1. As Pirs+ Vice-President of +he Kula Elenmentary FT:, appointed
by our PRA President %o Look into +his IS report, i+ is +he feeling of
gome of ocur PPA members that they do not want an intermediate school in +he

up country area.

2. While the wishes of ths memters are not to heve an intermedizte
school, I wonld like +o state thet this does not necessarily mean that +ha

majority are agains® +his plen,

. 3., One important consideretion +hat is foremost in +he ninds of
our members is +ha+ plans be mede for a High School in the up country araa
ins+tead of an intermediate school.

L. We reguest thet if an intermedia:-he school is going +o te built
regardless of +he feelings of +he Xula cormunity, that the si*e selected
be one of an avea large enough *o eccommodete & high school in the future.

5. A+ the meeting of +he Maul District School Advisory Council
held on Monday, Fetruary 28, 1977, I gathered +hat lMakawao School seemad
to be solély interest+ed in the intermediate school, while my conversaticn
with a representative of +he Pukalani School indicated that they too, world
1ike +o see a high school built in +his area,

We hope that +he above inpukh into this project be given serious
though+ end consideration tefore definite steps are +alken.

Yours truly,

AH P #e ”Vﬂ‘v‘e«\

Robert, M. Monden
1s+ Vice President
Kula Elementary School FTA

D-84



g B s e e AR * T

——t ivm .

T R f e et e m

GEORGE R. ARIYOSH!
QOVERNOR

HIDEQ MURAKAMI
COMPTAOLLER

‘ MIKE N, TOKUNAGA
STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTAGLLER

OEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO.(P)1669.7

P. 0. BOX 118, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96310

Mr. Robert Monden ' JUN 22 ]977

FPirst Vice President
Kula School PTA

P. O. Box 77 .
Rula, Maui, Hawaii 96790

Dear Mr. Mondep:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your March 1, 1977 review comments on the
subjéct document. We offer the following responses to your
concerns:

Items 1 and 2 - We have referred to the DOE the concern that
some of the PTA members do not want an intermediate school
in the up-country area. They have provided us with the
following response to this concern: )

"We are aware of the concerns of some of the Kula
parents relative to the proposed relocation. of
grades 7 and 8 from Kula Elementary School to the
Makawao Intermediate School. We have initiated

the effort to gain such Suppoxt as necessary on a
district-wide basis to enable us to eventually
establish intermediate schools in all of the major
areas to delimit our elementary schools to grades
kindergarten through sixth. The primary focus of
this effort will be on our attempt to convince our
community people that the students in grades 7 and
8 will profit by being in schools which have only
these two grades from the standpoint of educational
Programming and the concentrated effort to provide
for the unique personal and social needs of these
students. We hope to be able to gain the support
of parents in this effort even among the parents in
Kula."

Item 3 - The Kula PTA's desire for an up-country high school
in 1iéu of an intermediate school is acknowledged. However,
the DOE's current long-range facilities plan to 1995 for the
Maui High Complex does not project the need for an up-~country
high school. Therefore, it would not be prudent to select a
future high school site at this time. Planning beyond 1995
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Mr. Robert Monden Ltr. No. (P)1669.7
Page 2

may continue to show that the school may-not be needed or
should the site be selected at this time, the site may be
improperly located in relation to future development of the
up-country area. Also, the preparation of the required
environmental assessment for a future high schocl site
would very likely be deficient if the need for the school
cannot be substantiated at this time.

Item 4 -~ We do not believe that the proposed intermediate
school site should include space for a future high school
based upon the reasons provided in item 3 above. In the
event that a high school becomes necessary, the DOE does
not foresee the need to locate the high school near the
intermediate site. This is because if the schedules for
the intermediate and high schools run concurrently, the
concept of joint use of specialized facilities, is not as
workable as it seems since the demands on the facilities
are being made at the same time.

Item 5 - We have received comments on the draft report from
the Makawao PTA but received no response from the Pukalani
PTA. The Makawao PTA has supported the proposed interme-
diate school and also requested that adequate land be pur-
chased for a future high school.

Please be informed that the acreage standard for the proposed
school site has been reduced by DOE to 6% acres for Sites B and D,
which are school-park complexes and to 8 acres for the other alter-
native sites.

Your comments and recommendations will be considered and the
site selection report and EIS will be circulated for review by the
Environmental Quality Commission before a site is recommended to
the Governor for approval.

Very truly yours,
HS:jnt
cc: Mr. C. Clark

RIKIO NISHIOKA
Stagie Publ@c Works Engineer
Mr. D. Oishi

Mr. Y. Matsumoto,Maui District S.A.C.,
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‘&ﬂ EIVED 103 Maha Rd
(]
045":&"0 ¥osxg
DAGS :
DIV OF PUBLIC WORKS
PO Box 119

Honolulu HI 96810
Dear Sir:

Would apireciate a copy of the draft report and impact
statement on the alternative Makawao School proposed sitese

Would also-'like to recommend that a public hearing be
held at the Eddie Tam Community Center soon on this mattere

Most of the people in this community have supported the
Makawao School PIG in favoring Site D adjacent to the Eddie
Tam Memorial Gymne In fact, the people of this community and
the Parent Teacher Associztion of Makawao School were primarily
responsible for the original aptropriation of the $300,000 foi
the Eddie Tam Site; which was later lost through iraction by
the Legislature.

The community ha®® very positive feelings about this matter
ard would welcome the opportunity to meet with your reovresentatives
~as well as our legislators and members of the DOEs. I would suggest
an early meeting so we can apprise our legislators the need for
nailing down this matter once and for all with the oroper legisla-
tion.

Sincerely,

COPIES TO:

MAUI LEGISLATCRS

WM D TAVARES, PRIN MAK SCHOOL
DOUG MACLUER, MAK SCHOOL FTA

MAKAWAO RECREATIONAL COUICIL

MAXAWAO RANCH ACRES CCM. ASN.

D-87



(P)1212.7

£8 251577

Mr. Emil W. Balthazar
103 Maha Road
Makawao, Maul, Hawaii 96763

Dear Mr. Balthazar:

-Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Rula Intermediate School

Enclosed is a copy of the subject report as requested
by your letter of February 3, 1977.

In regards to your request for an early meeting, we
would like to inform you that the Maui District School
Advisory Council has scheduled a meeting to discuss the
project on February 28, 1977, 7:30 p.m., at Pukalani School.
Representatives of the Department of Education and Account-
ing and General Services will be there. :

The community support for Site D next to the Eddie Tam
Park is acknowledged and will be considered in the selection
of the school site.
Very truly yours,

-y

4, ot
‘f’ AT

RIKIO NISHIORA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk 5-2

Enclosure
ce: Mr. C., Clark
Mr, D. Oishi
Mr. ¥. Matsumoto, Maui District sS.A.C.

D-88
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RECEIVED
Fea 18 10 12 M °TIT

ST T T g

.QF PUBLIC WORKS
DIv.0F PUBLY

MARKAWAD, MAUI, HAWATT
96768

16 February 1977

Deyzrtment of Accounting and General Services
Division of Public Works

P.0. Box 119

HONOLULY, HI

96810

Dear Sir:

- A8 a parent in tha Makawao Community, I would 1like to
€Xpress my preference of sites under study for tke proposed

Upceuntry Intermediate School. I feel that the land adjacent

to the Eddie Tam Memorial Park is ideally suited for two main
reasons, :

1. Extensive recreational facilities, that is, gymmasium,
baseball field, football, soccer field, restrooms are
already available for use by intermediate children which
would be a tremendous savings to the State later on and
of obvicus benefit to the studeats, : ‘

’

2. This location seems fqirly central to the feeder schools. .

We strongly urge you to weigh thege factors in making your
decisions. . : ‘

Yours truly,

Addreas '
/7 Brrrrmrcs , %uuh'

76757



The preceding letter from Mr. L
February 16, 1977 was also

individuals:

Mrs, Charmaine Armitage
Mr. Lucio Calina

Mrs, Patricia Takamori
Mr. Daniel Dancil

Mr. Harold Gouveia

Mrs. Dorothy L. Hunt

Mrs. Loretta H. Leong

Mr, Eugene A. Librano, Sr.
Mrs. Jeannette M. Brown
Mr, Santiago Magallanes
Mr. Guillermo Barut

Mr. Erin Starr

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Rapozo
Mrs. Jeanette K. Bills

Mr. & Mrs. Ronald G. Ruettgers

Mrs., Merle Medeiros
Mrs. Gayle St. John

The following response to Mr. L.
sent to the above individuals.

D-90

- Douglas MacCluer dated
received from the following

48 Alana Pl., Makawao

921 0lioli St., Haliimaile
1071 Ulele Pl., Makawao
1193 Freitas Pl., Makawao
1189 Freitas Pl., Makawao
P.0. Box 368, Makawao

P,0. Box 646, Makawao
356-C Ukiu Rd., Makawao
643 Hoolea St., Makawao
227 Alalani St., Pukalani
915 Maile St., Haliimaile
P.0. Box 33, Makawao

50 Alana Pl., Makawao

67 Makalani Pl., Makawao
RR1 Box 138, Haiku

1080 Mahanani Pl., Makawao
3441 Baldwin Ave., Makawao

Douglas MacCluer was also
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Mr. L. Douglas MacCluer
P. 0. Box 143
Haliimaile, Hawaii 96787

Dear Mr. MacCluer:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your February 16, 1977 letter expressing
your support for locating the proposed intermediate school
adjacent to the Eddie Tam Memorial Park.

Your comments will be considered in the final evaluation
and recommendation of a site for the Governor's approval.

' ery truly yours,
L W ! .

——

RIKIO NISHIORA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:nk
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t

* . _and Environmental Planning Div

EIVED

-
-t

b\..,_( E.-...r.ft_CR-_/\— @

DEPARTHENT OF 1HIZ AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 15TH AIP 3ASE WING (PACAF}
HICKAM AIR FORCE BA'E, HAWAI! 96853

DEEV (Mr. Nakashima, 4491831) 15 NOV 1977

Staff Study on the Site Selection and Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for an Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area

Makawao, Maui, Hawaii

Governor, State of Hawaij

(Office of Environmental Quality Control)
550 Halekauwila St.

Room 301

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

1. This headquarters has raviewed the subject Staff Study and EIS
and has no comment to render relative to the proposed project.

2. We greafly appreciate your cocperative efforts in keeping the Air

Force apprised of your project and thank you for the opportunity to
review the document. : ‘ '

|—

ROBERT Q. K. CHING

1 Atch
Chief, Engineering, Construction

Staff Study

Directorate of Civil Engineering Cy to: Dept. of Accounting and
S General Services
1157 Punchbowl St.

Henolulu, Hawaii 96813
w/o atch

_ DIVISION ©Ff PUBLIC WORKS
r- g T0: INITIAL FOR YOUR:
E '% .[_Shle P. W. Engr.(dﬁpproul -
'lr'! "'-3“-0 —P. W, Secy. Sign. —
- e 1 Serv. Bee e Infa, —_—
o _-,g
- a‘l_ Flsraing Cr. File —
: 5 — Proj. Mgmt. Be. . Seo me —
====. E s Dasign Be. Comments,

— lntp, Bfe e Invast, &
- @Qual. Cont. Engle e Repl,

D-93



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
RP{FANEM ENGINEER DISTRICT, HONOLULU

BLDG. 230, FT. SHAFTER
Hawaii 96858

ferdl 9 ssMM

PODED-PY DIV, OF FLUAC HORKS 27 October 1977

BiVISION QF PUBLIC WORKS

bi~]] INITJAL FO2 YOUR:
Director : L ztatn 7w el v

Department of Accounting and General Services —P. W, Secy. Sign.
State of Hawaii ——2t:ft Sorr. Bl e Info.
1151 Punchbowl Streat t2zning S, file

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

- PrOj, Mgint B, . S0 ma

— Caiign B, Commaents,

—00 Bl e levest. &
—— Qual, Cont, Engr. —— Reph.
Dear Sir:

We have no further comments on the Staff Study of the Site Selection
for an Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area. Our
comments of 14 July 1976 have been incorporated to our satisfaction.

We assume that you will be in contact with the State Historic
Preservation Officer in the interest of preserving historic resources
vithin the State of Hawaii.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the report.

Sincerely yo ,s,

T

WM J. MATXHEWS
Acting Chief, Engineering Division

Cy Furn: .

Office of Environmental Quality Control
State of Hawaii

550 Halekauwila Street, Room 301
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

l
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES ARMY SUPPORT COMMAND HAWAIl
FORT SHAFTER, HAWAIl 96858 - I\J -

sa 1] 80 A "
Oc 1“L.3r g 4 KO
0CTAEY 1977

Cffice of the Governor

State of Hawaii

Environmental Quality Commission
5350 Halekauwila Street, Room 301
Honoluiu, Hawaii 96813

Gentlemen:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the inclosed Environmental Impact
Statement for an Intermediate School for the Makawac-Pukalani-Kula Area,
Maui, Hawaii. A review has been conducted and there are no comments, The
document is returned as requested.

Sincerely,

1 Incl ,CARL Pfff
As stated Colonel, CE
Director of Facilities Engineering

Copy furnished:
Department of Accounting
and General Services
1151 Punchbowl Street

Honolulu, HI 96813

D-85



HEADQUARTERS
FOURTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT
PEARL HA nno:?xp::‘:uu 6860 IN REPLY NCFER 10z
002A: FWD:amn
Ser 2096
19 0OCT 1977

State of Hawaii

Envivonmental Quality Commission
Office of the Governor

550 Halekauwila Street, Room 301
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Gentlemen:
A Staff Study on the Site Selection and
Environmental Impact Statement for
an Intermediate School for the
Makawao-Fukalani-Kula Area Maui, Hawaii

The £nvironmental Impact Statement for the subjuct project has been

.reviewed and the Navy has no comments. As requested by your Tetter of

11 October 1977, the EIS is returned.
Thank you for the opportunity to review the EIS.

Sincerely,

Wﬁ&

R, P. NYSTEDT
mewrt 073, USN

Encl DISrROT Cr4L ENGINEER
BY CIRECTICM OF THE COMMANDANT

—
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE .
SOIL_CONSERVATION SERVICE RECTIVES

P. 0. Box 50004, Honolulu, Hawaii 96850
' 3 1 M1

i
Nobbr 22, 1977 RKS
DIV, Qb Fu s & WO
bAGS

Mr. Hideo Murakami

Department of Accounting and
General Services

Division of Public Works

P. 0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Murakami:

Subject: Site Selection and Environmental Impact Statement for an
T Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui

We have reviewed the subject EIS and have the following comment:

Of the three sites under final selection, we recommend Site B.
This would not involve taking land out of agricultural use
and is already zoned urban. Sites D and F are not presently
being used for agricultural produce, but are within the area
designated as prime agricultural land. -

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document.

Sincerely,

Jack P. Kanalz
State Conservationist

CiVISION oOF PUBLIC vrDan;
INITIAL FOR YOUR:
.Lsu:a . W, Engr.

cc: Office of Envirommental Quality Control 10:
550 Halekauwila St., Rm. 301
Honolulu, Hawzii 96813

Aparoval

P V. Sery, Sign,

= Ehafl Scre, Be, Infa,
Flacning Br, - file

—Proj. Mgmt. Br, . Sec rio

~— Desiga Be,

Ll

Conmants,

—lnp. Cr. favest, &

— Qual. Cont, Engr, __ Ropt.

O
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HIDED MURAKAMI
COMPTACLLER

GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

MIKE N, TOKUNAGA

Ly

1

-%
- —

STATE OF HAWAII DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

OEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER No.(P}1201.8

P. 0. BOX 110, HONOLULU, HAWAII 98810

JAN 271978

Mr. Jack P. Kanaliz

Soil Conservation Service

U.5. Department of Agriculture
P. O. Box 50004

Honolulu, Hawaii 96850

Dear Mr. Ranalz:

Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your November 22, 1977 comments on the subject
study. We will consider your recommendation of Site B in the
final site selection. )

Very trfly yours,

-

RIKIO NISHIOKA
State Public Works Engineer

HS:9nt

D-98
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5 Gmu::ﬂ:“wi Donald X. Bremtier
s : - \\ &\
oo - % r: -- u\ TELEPHONE 4G,
i It ™~ T\\ ‘\ Sus-omy
: 7%
e ) QIKS
D W 5o ™
P |.0F THRGS STATE OF HAWAII
P " ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
P OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
; Ll 630 HALEKAUWIA 8T,
¢ ROOM 30t
; DIVISION OF PUBLIC WOAKS
e HONGLULU, HAWAI sest 10: " INITIAL FOR YOUR:
; \:,.! December 1, 1977 -’-Slllc P. W. hg#&pmoul -—
k ) e P W, Sety. Sign. —_—
P — Stsit Serv. Br, Infe. —_
i 2= Thnaing Cr. _E File —_—
; i Mr. Maurice H. Taylor —— Proj. Mgn1. Be. See e
— Field Supervisor Design Be. - Comments. —.
L U. S. Department of the - N
S Interior ~— tosp. B, e lavesl.
E Fish and Wildlife Service — Qual. Cont. Eagr. — Lot —
A Division of Ecological
e Services
' 300 Ala Moana Blvd,
s Room 5302 -
s Honolulu, HI 96813
. SUBJECT: Comments on the Site Selection Report and Environmental
ol Impact Statement. for an Intermediate School for the
SR Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui
| o Dear Mr, Taylor:
he We have received your letter of November 15, 1977 regarding the
- above subject,
— Please be informed that comments or acknowledgment of no comments
on environmental impact statements should be sent to the accepting
- authority and Proposing agency for agency actions. In this case, the
U accepting authority is the Governor (O0ffice of Environmental Quality
Control) and the Proposing agency is the Department of Accounting and

- General Services, We are forwarding your letter to the Office of
| Environmental Quality Control and a copy to the Department of Accounting
and General Services,

Tf I1f you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not
~— hesitate to contact us. Your cooperation and participation in the EIS
process is greatly appreciated,

TR T R T Vanl Lo e 4y

Yours truly,

(Ulon Kty

T T ey e et

~ Donald A, Bremner
. Chairman

L ce: OEQC, HAGS, with incoming

L D-99
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Division of Ecological Services
300 Ala Moana Blvd., Rm. 5302

' P. 0. Box 50167
_Honolulu, Hawaii 96850

Referehcé: ES -

November 15, 1977

Environmental Quality Commission
State of Hawaii

550 Halekauwila Street, Rm. 301
Honolulu, Hawaili' 96813

Re: Site Selection
and EIS for .
Intermediate School
for the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula Area,
Maui

Dear Sir:

He have reviewed the referenced document dated September
1977, concerning site selection for construction of the
proposed'intermediate school.

We do not anticipate any significant adverse impacts to the

biological resources of the area, providing measures

suggested for erosion control and sewage treatment are
inatituted. .

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.

"/} Maurice H. Taylor
. Field Supervisor
ce: HA -
HDF&G

nﬁd@

a%wg

27g.191©

D-100
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GEORGE A. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
1428 50, KING STREET
HONOLULU, HAWAN 95814

October 17, 1977

MEMORANDUM

JOHN FARIAS, 4R,
CHAIAMAN, BOARD OF AGRICULTURE

YUKIO KITAGAWA
DEPUTY TO THE CHAIRMAN

80ARD MEMBERS:

MEMBER - AT« LARGE

ERNEST F. MORGADO
MEMBER - AT - LARGE

Sidney Goo

MEMBER® AT - LARGE

SHIZUTO KADOTA
HAWAII MEMBER

STEPHEN Q. L. AU
KAUAI MEMBER

FRED M. OGASAWARA
MAUlI MEMBER

To: Governor (0ffice of Environmental Quality tontrol)

Subject: Site Selectiun and EIS for Intermediate School
for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui -

The Department of Agriculture has no additional comments

to offer on the subject environmental impact statement.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment.

I Jeu N

JOHN FARIASY, JR.
chairman, Board of Agriculture

cc: Department of Accounting and General

D-101
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GECRGE R ARIYOSHI

GOVERNOR MALOR GERERAL
ADJUTANT GENERAL
STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT GENERAL
FORT RUGER, HONOLULU, HAWAIl 96816
HIENG 14 0C7 077

Office of Environmental Quality Control
550 Halekauwila Street, Room 3201
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Gentlemen:

Intermediate School for the
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui

Thank you for sending us a copy of the "Intermediate School for the Makawao-
Pukalani-Kula Area" Maui, Hawaii, Environmental Impact Statement. We have
received the publication and have no comments to offer.

Yours truly,

Ay o BT

I/ z 7
WAYNE"R. TOMOYASU /.
Captain, CE, HARNG
Contr & Engr Officer

Enclosure

D~-102
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STAYE CF HAwAl
DEBARTI A - ‘.
CEFARTIAZNT OF FLANNNG AND
CLONDIIC DEybtshisnT
E. D box 2359
Bonclom, Huwaii 95804

October 19, 1977

Ref, No. 4751

Tt ypp——
S PRANDRES

TO: The Honorable Hideo Murakami, State Comptroller
Department of Accounting and Generzsl Services -

FROM: ebc' Hideto Xono, Birector 7. .

SUBJECT: Staff Study on the Site Selection and Environmental Impact
Statament for an Intermediate School for the Makawap-Pukalani-
julez Avea, rlaui, September 1977

We have reviewed the subject document and find that, in general, it
has a2dequately assessed the major environmental irpacts which could be anticipzted
from inplementation of the projec:. _

e are pleased to note that our previous corments made in regard to
the Jraft Site Selection Report and EIS for this project were addressed in this
document. L

Thank yo‘ul for the opportunity to review and coment on this matter,

D-103



W. Y. THOMPSON, Cha'=1i

] d ) " L E
BOARD OF LAND & wATURAL ATIOLETES

GEQRGE R, ARIYOSHI
BOVEIRNOR OF Hawai

EDGAR A, HAMASU
DEPUTY TO THEL CHAINMAN

STATE OF HAWAII
DIVISIONS:

DEPARTMENT OF LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES CONVEYANCES
P, O, BOX 621 ront 0 camE
HONOLULU, HAWAL 988089 u:u :::u;cluxwr

STATE PARKS
WATER AMD LAND DEVELOPMENT

October 13, 1977

Environmental Quality Commission
550 Halekauwila St.
Honolulu, HI 96813

Gentlemen:

We have reviewed the EIS for an intermediate
school in'or near Pukalani, Maui.

We have no comments to add to our February 18
letter to the Comptroller.

Very truly yours,

Chairman of the Boilpd

D-104
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LEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVEaNCR

ANDREW L. T. CHANG
CIRECTOR OF 50CiAL SERVICES & HOUSING

STATE OF HAWAN
DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES AND HOUSING

P. 0. Box 339
Honolulu, Hewaii 96809

October 18, 1577

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FRCM:

SUBJEQCT:

Subject BIS hes been

Environmental Quality Commission
550 Halekauwila St., Roam 301
Hopolulu, Hawaii 96813

Andrew I, T. Chang, Director
Department of Social Services angd Housing

Site Selection ana Environmental Impact Statement for Intermediate
School. for the Mekawao - Pukalani - Kula Area, Maui

revievwed for its impact on devartmental Drograms.

Welhave 20 comment to meke and we are returning the EIS for your usege.

Thenk you for the opportunity to review and comment,

Attechrent

Cosed

DIAECTOR -

ce: Governor (Office of EQC)

DAGS
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RECEIVED -
GEDRGE R. ARIYOSH) : GEORGE A. L. YUEN N
GOVERNOR OF HAWAI DIRECTOR OF fEALTH
Nov30 B8 os M7 Audrey W, Mertz, M.D., M.P.H,
Daputy Director of Hasith "
DIV, Or ruaclv WORKS STATE OF HAWAII Henry N. Thompson, M.A. =
DAGS OEPARTMENT OF HEALTH Deputy Dirsctor of Health
P.O. Box 3378 James S. Kumagal, Ph.D., P.E. -
HONOLULU, RAWA! 96301 Deputy Director of Health .
November 25, 1977 In roply, please reter 10:
Fie: EPHS = S5 T
.
-
MEMORANDUM
e
To: Planning Branch, Division of Public Works "
. Department of Accounting & General Services e
From: Deputy Director for Environmental Health ' ot
Subject: Environmental Impact Statement (E1S) for Intermediate School b
for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui s
o

Thank you for allowing us to review and comment on the subject EIS. o
On the basis that the project will comply with all applicable Public =
Health Regulations, please be informed that we have no objections to
this project.

¥

We realize that the statements are general in nature due to preli-
minary plans being the sole source of discussion. We, therefore, &
reserve the right to impose future environmental restrictionms on the

project at the time final plans are submitted to this office for review.
A
-
‘\,@0
-
ce: Environmental Quality Co
Office of Environmental QUality Control "
“‘;
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WOBRKS
10, INITIAL FOR YOUR: b
..Lsu:u P W, Engrf S Aporaval  — -~
-—P. W, Soty. — Sign, —
e G131 Serv. Br, ata, — .
= Flanning Cr, —_______ File —_— hind
- Proj. Mgmh, Br. —.____ Sca me -_—
——Dezign Bre e ___ Comments. — o
——inap, Bre e lavest. & -
w Qual. Cont. Engr. Ropt. o
D-106 ’ £



GECRGE R. ARIYOSHI RICHARD E. MARLAND, PH.D,

i ~Jagnyres ORECTOR
¢ TELEPHONE NO.
{
O 593y ey seems
4 CIV.0F Fube.d WORKS ' STATE OF HAWAII
DAGS OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION OF PUILIC WOIK3
b OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 10 INITIAL_FOR YOURs
) ‘ 550 HALEKAUWMLA ST, —f.Stale P W, Engre/ approval  —
g AOOM 301 —P. W. Sery. sign, —
L~ RORIOLULY, HAWAI 96813 — SIaif Serv. Br. Into, —
{;g _ December 2, 1977 EEHmMWEﬂ fila —
. - e Proj. Mgt BY, e 523 T2 —
i e Duasign Be Comments. —u
i 1
. MEMORANDUM g B iwer &
— Oual. Cont. Engr. —— Raat. —
o TO: Hideo Murakami, Comptroller
v Department of Accounting and General Services .
o PROM: [, Richard E. Marland, Director£7/?%:§”
e Office of Envirommental Quality Cdrtrol
E SUBJECT: Site Selection and EIS for an Intermediate School
§ ’E for the Makawao-Pukaloni-Xula Area, Maui
J ' s
Please find attached a copy of the comments made by the
— Department of Transportation on the suhject EIS. Please append this
; P to our correspondence of Novemher 7, 1977 concerning this project.
- .

Thank you for your attention on this matter.
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSH1?
POVE ROR

€. ALVEY WRIGHT
© enlClOR

OEMTY DIMCIORS

WALLACE AOKI
ATOKICHI MIGASHIONNA
DOUGLAS 8. SAKAMOTO
CHARLES O, SWANSON

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
M9 PUNCHBOWL STREET

HONOLULY, HAWAII 9581) iN REPLY REFER TO:

. November 23, 1977 STP 8.4573

0ffice of Environmental
Quality Control

550 Halekauwila Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Gentlemen:

Subject: Site Selection and Environmental

Impact Statement for Intermediate
School for the Makawao-Pukalani-
Kula Area

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to review the
above~captioned statement. We have the following comments

to make:

']I

Sites A, C, D, E, F, and G are removed from
the Haleakala Highway Realignment Project

and thus lessen traffic conflicts in the area
during the development of the site.

The proximity of Sites B, C, H, I, and J to
the highways may result in adverse noise
impacts to the school.

We note that on pages 19 and B-26, the
Proposed Highway Bypass is above the new
booster pump site and facilities. Our pre-
liminary plans show the alignment to be at
a lower elevation and hence, below these
facilities. A map from our project report
is attached for your reference.

Sincerely,

C Oy Wil

Director

Enclosure
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI
GOVERNOR

STATE OF HAWAII

DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P. 0. BOX 118, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96310

HIDEO MURAKAMI
COMPTROLLER

MIKE N. TOKUNAGA
DEPUTY COMPTROLLER

LeTTERNO, (P}1102.8

JAN 30157

Honorable Ryokichi Higashionna
Acting Director

Department of Transportation
State of Hawaii

Honolulu, Hawaii

Dear Dr.

Higashionna:

Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS

Makawao=-Pukalani=Kula Intermediate School
Ref: STP 8.4573

Thank you for your November 23, 1977 comments on the subject

project.
1.
2.

We offer the following responses to your concerns:

We concur.

The proximity of the sites to a major highway is
evaluated in terms of "highway noise" and will be
considered in the final selection.

The proposed highway alignment will be revised on
pages 19, B~26, and B-27 to reflect your prelimi-
nary plans.

Ve truly yours,

HIDEQC MURAKAMT
State Comptroller

D=-110
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GEORGE R. ARIYQSHi: ; £y ~FHOMRID E. MAR AND, PH.D,

sq?{ntc_o‘_‘, ! ORECTOR
" TELEPHONE NO.
Nov 9 8 16 th " 5488915
- o 101G WOR TSNS OF Mlie? WOdRS
OV 0 PE SO STATE OF HAWANl L. USSR D Rk
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CONTROL _’ ol m W E:.;:W-‘-n:::ov e
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR : . ign. .
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HONOLULU, HAWAN 96813 B tineiez 2o 0 Ve _—
rm  FrRl MGmML S mmne. 330 MmA —
November 7, 1977 Bisizn B — . 5 el —
IR B R T
= Wual. Cont Eagr. — Poat, —
MEMORANDUM
TO: Hideo Murakami, Comptroller //?
Department of Accounting and General Services A4
FROM: Richard E, Marland, Director y

Office of Envirommental Quality Contro

SUBJECT: Site Selection and Environmental Impact Statement for an
Intermediate School for the Makawao=Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui

We have reviewed the subject document and offer the following
comments on the site selection and EIS sections in the same order.

Site Selection

1. We note that the Department of Education provided the
estimated enrollment Projections for the service arvea
(P. 5). There is no indication given as to how these
figures were derived. We suggest inclusion of the
population growth/distribution estimates on which the
enrollment figures are based. We are aware that the
Makawao district's population has increased an esti-
mated 16.8% since 1970 (DPED's State of Bawaill Data
Book, 1976, p. 13). Will this increase affect the
proposed opening date of the intermediate school?

Is this increase reflected in the DOE estimates?

2. The estimated cost tablesg on pages 37, 39, and B-15 do
not match, The total for site D, page 39, adds up to
$1,420,600, not $2,183,200. We suggest a revision in
text to show the correct figures, especially for site D.

Environmental Impact Statement

1. The section on the relationship of the proposed action to
land use plans, policies, and controls for the affected
area should include a discussion on the degree to which
each of the proposed school sites would be in consonance
with the stated policy of preserving and conserving
productive agricultural lands (State Environmental Policy:

Act, Chapter 344 Hawail Revised Statutes section 344-4
(5)B). D-111



Page 2

2. Probable Impact of the Proposed Action on the Eavironment.

a) The potential for so0il erosion during the comstruction
of the school and potential mitigation measures should
be discussed. Does the possibility for soil erosion
vary from site to site?

b) The type and amount of traffic that would be generated
by the school should be estimated. Will this traffic
cause impacts to the road users and nearby residences/
establishments?

c) The impacts associated with the potential removal of
agricultural lands should be included within this
section, This could include a loss of long-term
productivity of these sites from an agricultural
perspective.

3. 'Has the use of altarnative energy sources been considered
for providing power/hot water for the school. This design
incorporation would lessen the use of non-renewable natural
resources,

4. There should be a discussion of unresolved issues and how
such issues will be resolved prior to commencement of the
action, or what overriding reasons there are for proceeding
without resolving such problems (EIS Regs. Sectiom 1:42 n).

5. The EIS should contain a list of necessary permits and
thelr present status: {EIS Regs., Section 1:42 o).

As of this date we have received a total of nine (9) comments
as indicated on the attached list. At the end of the review period we
will forward to you any additional comments which we receive from
reviewers of this EIS, .

As allowed for in the EIS Regulations, Section 1:62 the
accepting authority can consider responses made by your agency (to
reviewer comments) after the fourteen day period. We will go with this
option and comsider responses made after the fourteen day period. The
response to comments should.include:

a) a point by point discussion of the validity, significance,
and relevance of the comments; and

b) a discussion as to how each comment was evaluated and
considered in planning the proposed action.

The response should endeavor to resolve conflicts, inconsistencies, or
concerns,

We have not attempted to summarize the comments of other
reviewers., Instead, we recommend that each comment be given careful
consideration by yocurself,

D-112
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We trust that our comments will be helpful to you in the

preparation of the revised statement,
review this EIS.

Attachment

D-113
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List of commentors for the Site Selection and Report and EIS for
Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui:

State Agencies

Department of Agriculture

Department of Land and Natural Resources
Department of Planning and Economic Development

Department of Defense

Department of Social Services and Housing

Federal
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Navy
U.S5. Army=-DAFE

Mauil County

Mayor's Office
(includes general comments)

D-114
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HIDEQ MURAKAMI
GOVERNOR COMPTROLLER
MIKE N. TOKUNAGA
STATE OF HAWAII ' DEPUTY COMPTROLLER
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
P. Q. BOX 114, HONOLULU, HAWAIT 98410 " LETTERNO. P=2 063.8
Mr. Richard L. O'Connell SEP 5 1978
Director

Office of Environmental

Quality Control
550 Halekauwila Street, Room 301
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. O'Connell:

Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS
. Makawao~Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your November 7, 1977 comments on the subject
project., The reason for this delay in respouding to your comments
was the need to verify the school enrollment data with the DOE.

We have reviewed your concerns and offer the following responses:

Site Selection

"l. The DOE's enrollment projections for the service
area were based on population projections, housing
developments, birth statistics, and student migration
data. We believe that the inclusion of only popu-
lation figures in the report will not be significant
and may be misleading and confusing to the readers.
The DOE has projected that the student enrollment
in the Maui Bigh Complex will increase approximately
30 percent in the next 20 years and the proposed
intermediate school opening date is based on this
projection,

2. The cost figures on Pages 39 and B-15 will be
. revised to reflect the correct figures on Page 37.

Environmental Impact Statement

l. We have included the following additional discussion
of the impact of each school site on the State's

policy of preserving agricultural lands on Page D-10
of the EIS:

D-115



Mr. Richard L. O'Connell Letter No., P-2063.8

. Page 2

-

*"The alternative sites ¢, D, E, 6, H, I
and J-are within the State Land Use Agri-
culture District. Since these sites will
require an amendment to the land use dis-
trict boundary, the State could deny any
reclassification action and retain the
lands in the agriculture district. 1In
terms of agricultural productivity, all
of the foregoing sites except Sites C

and J are rated 'C' which indicates average
agricultural productivity. Site C is
rated as having a 'D' or below average
productivity, and Site J is rated 'B’

or above average in productivity.

The impact of developing one of the alter-
native sites will be minimal, since the

school will remove conly 9-~acres of agricul-
tural land. The develcpment of the school,
however, may result in secondary impacts

on agricultural lands by encovraging addi-
tional housing developments in the surrounding
area. It should be noted that Sites A and

B are within the urban district and will

not have a significant impact on agriculture."

‘2« ~ Probable Impact of the Provosed Action on the Environment

The following statements will be included on Pages D-13,
D-16 and D-17 of the EIS:

a)

b)

The school construction activity may create

some potential soil erosion concerns, however,
the soil survey interpretations for all sites
show that the soils are well drained. This

fact, plus the low median annual rainfall of

30 to 40-inches reduces the possibility of
adverse soil erosion during construction periods.
The DAGS standard specifications for environ-
mental protection which is included in Appendix I
will be strictly enforced during construction

to mitigate soil erosion.

The proposed intermediate school will generate
additional %raffic. However, no serious traffic
congestion is anticipated because most of the
students will be bussed to school. The estimated
percentage of students qualifying for bussing
ranges from 69% for Site A to 98% for Site C.

The school traffic and local traffic are essen-
tially the same since there is no prevalent
commuter traffic through the communities.

D-116
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Mr, Richard L. 0'Connell .

Page 3

3.

4.

5.

Letter No, P-2063,8

The alternative sites were selected for maximum
accessibility and safety in terms of traffic.
Access roadways may be improved or constructed
to accommodate the school traffic. The proposed
roadway improvements will alsc benefit the
adjoining property owners by providing improved
access,

¢} Of the ten alternative sites considered in
the report, only Sites H and I are currently
used for agricultural production. Site H is
Planted with pineapple and Site I is partially
Planted with truck crops. If the school is
developed at either Site H or I, approximately
9-acres of agricultural land will be permanently
removed from long-term production. The selec-
tion of one of the other alternative sites
should have little or no impact on agriculture
because these sites, although zoned for agricul-
ture, are no longer in production.

The development of a school at Sites ¢, D, E,

F and G will remove lands which have agricultural
potential. However, a school development at
either Sites A, B or J will involve only urban

- zoned lands. The removal of 9-acres of agricul-
tural land will have some impact on the long-
term productivity of agriculture, especially

if the school development promotes additional
housing developments which encroach into agricul-
tural lands. .

The possibility of using alternative energy sources will
be considered during the design and construction phase
of the school. The DOE has been experimenting with the
use of solar hot water apparatus in the schools and sev-
eral new school buildings will include solar heating

a8 an alternate energy source.

The EIS will be revised to include a discussion of
unresolved issues and the proposed actions, if any.

The EIS will also be revised to include a list of neces-
sary permits and their current status.

Very truly yours,

HIDEC MURAKAMI
State Comptroller

D-117



UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

Water Resources Rosearch Center

=
Office of the Director “‘2 %_, a‘\
- - ot
November 16, 1977 & '.“3
cc & =

z
Office of Environmental Quality Control "é- 4
550 Halekauwila St., Room 301 o T
Honolulu, Bawaii 96813 L
Gentlemen:
SUBJECT: Site Selection and EIS for Intermediate
School for the Makawao-Puakalani-Kula,
Maul

We have reviewed the above EIS and have no critical comment.
We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this EIS review.

Sincerely,

»

f é inald H. 1‘./‘!'0;3 )

st. Directér » WRRC
FHFY:jm

cc: Department of Accounting and General Services «~

DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS

T0: INITIAL FOR YOUR:
.LS!.:I: WL En;t./L/Appraval —_
R \'J._S:r.y. Sign. —_—

— utaff Serv, Bfy e Info.

— Froj. Mgmt, Br. e Sea e

L Fleaming Sr e File —

— Dezign Br, ——_____ Commanls,

—lnsp. Bt e Invast, &

!

— Qual, Cont. ENgr. —mee Repl.

D-118
2540 Dols Strest » Honoluli, Hawall 05522
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSN!

* Donald K. Bramwar

TELEPWORE MO,
RECEIVED iose
]
. .. HORKS STATE OF HAwaAll LiVISION GF PURIIC WOIKS
giy. Ot i"=—=--}5" X TENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION TO INITIAL FOR YOUZ:
DAGS, OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR Is.,,, 2 W, Engr. ropeovsl
550 MALEKAUWILA ST, —P. W. ey, Siga. .
ROCM 3N
HONOLLLY, HAWAII De813 — S4ail Zearv. 8ty e Inio, —
November 29, 1977 &= Maasing Gr. File -
- Proj. Mgmt, Bf, i See A8 e
e Dazign B2, Commantt, —m—
—_—tnrp By e Ifvest. &
MEMORANDUM e Qual. Cont. Engr. —— Ropt.
TO: Doak C. Cox, Director

Environmental Center, University of Hawaii

FROM: DJQLQQRQ. éremner,.Chdirman.

Environmental Quality Commission

SUBJECT: Comments on the Site Selection and Environmental Impact
Statement for the Intermediate School for the Makawao-Pukalanie
Kula Area, Maui

We have received your comments on the above subject,

- Please be informed that comments or acknowledgment of no
comments on environmental impact statements should be sent to the
accepting authority and proposing agency for agency actions. In this
case, the accepting authority .is the Governor (O0ffice of Environmental
Quality Control) and the proposing agency is the Department of Accounting
and General Sexrvices, We are forwarding your letter to the Office of

Environmental Quality Control and a copy to the Department of Accounting
and General Services, :

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do
not hesitate to contact us, Your cooperation and participation in the
EIS process is greatly appreciated,

ce: OEQC, HAGS with incoming

D-119



University of Hawaii at Manoa

. Environmental Center
" Crawford 317 « 2550 Campus Road
. . +Honolulu, Hawaii 95822
. - Telephone (808) 948-7361

, Office of the Director *

MEMORANDUM
| R E ‘Cha'lr‘man__, . . .
- _§nvjtonmental,QUalj;y Commission

FROM: Doak. C.Cox,: Director @,%ﬂ
"fR. : “ s R R | .
.SUBJECT: Review of Site SeVection and EIS for the Intermediate
- ' §phq91”fpnfthgrygkawgqfﬁukajppi;Kyla.Area, Maui . .-

e .:The ‘Environmental Center review of the EIS for the intermediate

'school site for-the Makawao~Pukalani-Kula area has been prepared with the
assistance of Richard Maer,=Mayi Community College and Darro Thuet and
Jacquelin Miller of the Environmental Center. .

' Time and available personnel have not permitted an in depth review
of this EIS. In general our brief review indicates an adequate evaluation of
the potential environmenta7~impactsﬂto be expected with this project.. In this
brief review,. the following concerns. have been raised. - - S -

S .. 'Has consideration been given to" the new shopping center that
h;isfdugﬁio’opeqfin‘December;119722jZThi$'shopping,center is Tocated within
;][4;mi1eﬂof-the-site-B.‘Ane?therefany safety considerations with regard to
traffic and the school ‘site ‘Tocation? - ‘ _ . )

Coe ol fIfﬂsﬁté-B-iSISETected-it‘miébltfacilitate the joint use of existing
~.bus"Service.: C

- 'The.cost of a pedestrian overpass for saféty‘shou]d'He.incTu&ed.in the,
offsite costs, - ’ ) . - |

-~ - - Wind_.conditions should be considered. Perhaps trees could be

_ Planted along the north-east boundary of the-site for a wind break! " . :
e Itlis.our understanding that 3000 units are currently being developed

at-a new town called Waiale in Kahului area. What are the school construction -

.-Plans particularly-in regard to a high school?. It appears that Pukalani, Makawao

. and Kula students Will. need a new high school by 1985 to accommodate the increasing
.student-enrol1ment:- o - -
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We question the reduction in site size and feel that National Secondary
School accreditation standards plus 20 or 30 percent be considered as a site sel-
ection criteria. What assumptions for a physical curriculum does the site size
criteria include? Site size and development will determine the curriculum possible
and we fear that the limited size for an intermediate school does not allow for a

" first rate P.E. curriculum. Not having seen the adjacent park, we do not know how

that fits in, but fey parks are designed for a well planned, comprehensive P.E.
program. . . - . : .
¢, .. Is-the 7-8 grade organizational pattern for the school consistent -

with-the state (DOE) Master Plan for organization? Does the Master Plan call for

. @ 7-8 grade or a 6<7-8 or-a 7-8-9. There has been some discussion of this and

there are site/facility implications for each of the organization patterns stated

Has ‘consideration been given to implemention the' 4-4-4 system? _
- We appreciate.the opportunity. to have reviewed and commented on this

AN_EQUAL OFPORTUNITY EMPLOYFR

‘D=121
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GEQRGE R. ARIYQSHI HIDEO MURAXAM! |
GOVERNOR COMPTROLLER
MIKE N. TOKUNAGA ﬂ
STATE OF HAWAII . DEPUTY COMPTAOLLER  * !
DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF PUBLIC WORKS LETTER NO, B=1970.8 %
P. 0. BOX 119, HONOLULU, HAWAII 96310 5y
DT wio -
Dr. Doak C. Cox

pirector v

Eanvironmental Center

University of Hawaii
2550 Campus Read, Crawford. 317 e
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

oy
Dear Dr. Cox: at
Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS -
Makawao-Pukalani~-Kula Intermediate School !

We offer-the following responses to your undated comments
which were addressed to the Chairman, Envirommental Quality -
Commission: e
1. sShopping Centex: We have evaluated the proximity *
of the new shopping center in +he site selection o

report and believe that the shopping center may
be an attractive nuisance to the students.

[T

2. Safety Considerations: The shopping center will s
Increase local traific along Pukalani Street.
HBowever, the traffic is not expected to conflict
with the school opening and closing hours. e

3, Bus Service: Sites A, B and C are located adjacent .
to existing schools and will facilitate joint utili-
zation of bus service for cexrtain students.

4. Pedestrian Overpass: The need for a pedestrian ,
overpass was consl ared for Site B. EHowever, a et
new highway is scheduled to be constructed to re-
route the major flow of traffic around the town L
and thereby reduce traffic hazards on the existing -
highway. Site C is adjacent to Kula Highway and .
ineludes the cost of a pedestrian overpass. -

§. Wind: The effect of strong prevailing winds can ™
Be reduced by the orientation and design of buildings
as well as inclusion of windbreak landscaping. B

| -

6. High School: The proposed Waiale subdivision will
Include an elementary and possibly an intermediate 5

"y
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Dr, Doak C. Cox

Page

HS:ct
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school. The existing Baldwin and Maui High
Schools will accommodate the high school stu-
dents from this area. The DOE does not project
the need for a high school in the up-country
area based on the enrollment data contained

in their long-range plans.

Site Size: The DOE's acreage requirements for
new schools are included in the report. The
minimum site size for the proposed intermediate
school is 8 acres which includes 3.5 acres for
playfields. For sites adjacent to a public park,
the playfield requirements can be reduced by

50%. 1In such cases, tha adjacent park will
provide much larger areas than needed and more
types of facilities than normally provided

for intermediate schools. The DOE hags developed
the acreage requirements based upon their experj-
énce:with existing schéols and curriculum require-
ments.,

Organization: The proposed 7-8 grade organization
was selected by the Maui School Distriet for the
specific needs of the up=country student population.
The DOE master plan for organization does not -
specify the grade levels for implementation on

a statewide basis. There is a need for K-12, -
K-8, or K-6 schools depending upon the geographical
location and student population factors. Other
considerations in determining grade organization
are the need for flexibility to meet changing
educational requirements and the various educational
environments of different communities,

Very truly yours,

4 - /I i t

RIKIO NISHIOKA

State Public Works Engineer

g

D-123
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ELMER F. CRAVALHO

Mavyor
TELEPHONE 244-7855

CLARQ R. CAPILI, SR.

Managing Director
TELEPHONE 244.7757

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

COUNTY OF maldy
WAILLIXU, MAUI. HAWAN 926793

October 31, 1977

Mr. Albert Q. Y. Tom, Chairman
Environmental Quality Commission
Office of the Governor

State of Hawaii

550 Halekauwila Street, Room 301
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Mr. Tom:

Thank you very much for the opportunity to review and comment on
the "Site Selection and EIS for Intermediate School for the Makawao,

Pukalani-Kula Area, Maui."

The following comments from the respective departments are forwarded
for your consideration:

A.

DEPARTMENT OF WATER SUPPLY

1. We find no major additions or correction to be made.
However, the construction will require compliance of
County rules and regulations and standards.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1. While most of the concernsexpressed by Mayor Cravalho
(dated 2/14/77) have been included in this draft EIS
Report, it appears that the questions raised by Item
No. 6 relative to groupings of school children have
not been addressed.

2. We believe Site D is superior to meeting the community's
needs for an intermediate school. The Site Selection
Report conclusion that Site B has the best rating is
faulty, inasmuch as the evaluation criteria is inappro-

priate.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

1. The department has expressed the need to improve Ukiu
Road and Maha Road with .respect to Site D. The site
selection study shows that the cost for these off site
improvements would be $297,200. Although this improve-
ment cost is high, we feel that Site D should be chosen

based on:
D=124
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a. The off site road improvement cost is less than
the cost to construct new recreational facilities
adjacent to the other proposed site.

b. The road improvements (along Ukiu and Maha Roads)
should be made for the benefit of the existing
Makawao School.

D. DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

1.

Upon reviewing the "School Site Criteria Evaluation"
(Table 3), it becomes evident that the majority of

P (poor) ratings are derived from categories under
"Roadway and Utilities." These criteria do not take
into account the availability of land, which and when
developed accordingly, would absolve some of these
poor ratings. Specifically, the roadway, pedestrian
automobile, and traffic safety categories. We ask
that this be considered in the final evaluation of
sites.

In "Comparison of Improved Rating Differences"

(Table 8), a school site criteria is "Rainfall." The
present rainfall rating for Site D is P (poor) while
Site F only a thousand feet away lms a F (fair) rating.
On page 31, figure 27 indicates Sites D & F to be
between the same two isohyetal lines (40" - 50").
Therefore these two sites receive approximately the
same amount of rainfall, We ask that the ''poor"
rating for Site D be changed to "fair" accordingly.
Although Site B receives less rainfall than Sites D or
F, it is subjected to higher wind velocities. This 1s
an important factor which should not be overlooked.
Perhaps "climate’ would be a better criteria.

The study on site selection accords a good account of
cost considerations on the alternate sites. However,
costs should be weighed and balanced with benefits to
offer an accurate analysis of sites. We realize that
"penefits'" is a very subjective matier and thus, diffi
cult to appraise. But in order to obtain a reasonable
cost/benefit analysis, an attempt must be made. Such
benefits as proximity to the original Makawao School,
joint-use arrangements for a school-park complex
(decreased acreage requirements and increased utiliza-
tion by the public), convenience to families, and _
compatibility of the environment conducive to }earnlng
could be considered. A site close to the origlna} ]
Makawao School would minimize the impact of transition
to area residents and thus, 1imit unforeseen obstacles.
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Again,

Maui County Mayor Elmer F. Cravalho, Maui County
Planning Department, Maui County Parks Department,
Maui District School Advisory Council, Makawao

School PTA, and a survey of nineteen individuals

have shown community support and peference for Site D.

Site D appears to have higher cost requirements;
however, it also offers the greatest amount of benefits.
These benefits should offset some of the concern for

cost considerations.

The Environmental Impact Statement seems adequate and
we offer no amendments at this time. '

thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Very truly yours,

ELMER F. CRAVALHO
Mayor, County of Maui

cc: Department of Accounting
and General Services
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r DEPARTMENT OF ACCOUNTING AND GENERAL SERVICES
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3 Honorable Elmer Cravalho
« Mayor ‘
. County of Maui
5:{ Kahului, Maui, Hawaii
L
.
4 [ Dear Mayor Cravalho:
3
i Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS
! r Makawao-Pukalani-¥ula Intermediate School
P A
_ Thank you for the October 31, 1977 review comments on the
e subject report. We offer the attached responses to your con-—
U cerns.
r, If there are any questions, please call me. at 548-3050.
E
- Respectfully,
i

FLIDEO MURAKAMI
State Comptroller

3 O

Attachment

L

A

-3 C
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RESPONSE T0O COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM MAUI COUNTY ON SITE SELECTION

A.

REPORT AND EIS FOR MAKAWAO-PURALANI-KULA INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL

DEPARTMENT OF WATER SUPPLY

State policy is to comply with County rules, regulations, and
standards.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1. The DOE considers the K-6, 7-8, and 9-12 grade groupings
appropriate based on educational advantages and seeks to
implement this organization when feasible.

2. The criteria has been developed by DAGS based on past
experience in evaluating and selecting school sites
throughout the State. The criteria has been and will
continue to be expanded and improved periodically as
additional items are included and/or new methods of
evaluation are derived. Since no specific reasons were
given as to why the criteria is inappropriate, we have
no other response to offer.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

The cost computations in the site selection study shows the
estimated cost of improving Ukiu and Maha Roads is $1,059,800
rather than $297,200. It also shows that the cost of the
off-gite road improvements would be more than the cost of
constructing a playground at another site.

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

1. The improved ratings of a site are included in the evalua-
tion. Table 8 in the report is a "Comparison of Improved
Rating Differences" which shows that the roadway, pedes-
trian, automobile, and traffic safety evaluation ratings
improve with the proposed development of roadways, etec.,
projected in the report.

The availability of land is covered by items in the
gselection criteria such as State Land Use designation,
County General Plan designation, County zoning, dis-
placement, existing use, and land owners,

2. The DOE's criteria calls for covered walkways and play-
courts whenever the median annual rainfall exceeds 40
inches. Since the rainfall for Sites D, E, and F exceeds
40 inches, the rating for Site F will be changed from
fair to poor. The problem with using a wind velocity
criteria is the lack of adequate-data to make an evalua-
tion.
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A cost/benefit analysis is normally used to determine
whether or not to proceed with a project., It is not
meaningful for this project because the DOE is committed
to providing the educational facilities and programs
regardless of the cost of the school. Please note that
the educational benefits of the new school should be
comparable for all sites. Thus, a comparative analysis

is used based on the school and community criteria and
based on cost considerations. We are not able to evaluate
the intangible items mentioned.

The support of the individuals and agencies for Site D
will be given serious consideration in the final recom-
mendation of the school site.

See item 3. above.

No response reguired.
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November 15, 1977 IH%OFru-HuuGHKS
DAGS

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Wecrks Engineer
Division of Putlic Works
P.0. Box 119

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr. Nishioka:

Re: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

- _We were given a copy of your letter dated June
22, 1977, addressed to Mr. Robert Monden, First
Vice-President of Kula Elementary School PTA. In
Item 5 of that letter, you stated that you had re-
ceived no response from the Pukalani School PTA.

This PTA was never given an opportunity to
review the above referred-to document, and as such,
is not in a position_to comment on it.

Please be assured that, given the opportunity,
we certainly would have provided you with our input.

Sincerely yours,

. “~
Shirley K. Takahashi

Secretary
Pukalani School PTA

CiNISiSN OF PUBLIC WORKS
T0¢ INITIAL FOR YOUR:

l:hi: 2. W. Engr —— Apaproval

_F W. S%Y e Sign. —
—2t2ll Sarv, Bf ——0n Info. —
yﬂanning [ — 1] } —

. Prj, Mgmb Br Seo me 3/
. Dezign Bn Comments, e

Iasp. Bri e e — Invest. &

—

. Oual. Cont. Engt. —— Roph, —
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Pukalani School PTA
¢/o Shirley K. Takahashi
P, 0. Box 85

.Pukalani, Maui, Hawail 96788

Gentlemen:

Subject: Draft Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao-Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

Thank you for your MNovember 15, 1977 letter stating your PTA
was not given the opportunity to review the subject report and
EIS. Our records indicate that a copy of the subject report and
EIS was addressed to the Pukalani PTA in care of Pukalani Elemen-
tary School and mailed on January 28, 1977. A copy of the report
was also sent to the Pukalani Community Association and a notice
published in both the Honolulu Advertiser and Mauil News., We are
sorry that the report did not reach your ‘organization.

Please be assured your input would have been welcomed.

Very truly yours,

. -'-A ':.- LI - &‘;‘:-»-." -‘.'.'w,,_,_'
RIKIO NISHIORKA

State Public Works Engineer

HS:jnt
cc: Mr, K. Tokushige
Mr. D. Oishi
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Doriald K Brawiver

TELEPHONE NO,

Nov 17 9 so 77

BIV. OF FLsiiiy WoR
uags”.TURRS

Mr. L. D. MacCluer
Makawao School PTA
3145 Baldwin Avenue
Makawao, HTI 96768

Dear Mr. MacCluer:

We thank you for commentin
on the Site Selection for an In

STATE OF HAWAII

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

350 MALEKAUWILA BT,
ROOM 301
HONOLULU, HAWALI 9§813

Novembar 10, 1977

— P VY, Sery.

— lasp. Cr.

“a-001p

CIVISICN CF PUBLIC WORKS
L] ‘ INITIAL FOR YOUR:

.L::m: bl /A EngMAppronl —_

Sign.

— LM Sorv. By —— . Info.
&l‘!;m!ng Lr.

a— Pro}. Mgl B e Sea mo

File —
~-uDezlzn Bro . Commenls. —

Invest, &
—~ Qual, Cant. Engr, — Rapt,

g on the Environmental Impact Statement
termediate School for the Makawao-

Pukalani-Kula Area in Maui. Howevexr, comments on environmental impact

statements should be sent to the accep
agency for agency actions.

(proposipg agency).

Your participation in the EIS
We hope that you will be

future. Aloha!

ting authority and Proposing

We .are, therefore, forwarding your letter
to the Office.'of Environmental Quality Control (2ccepting authority)
and a copy to the Department of Accounting and General Services

Yours truly,

process is greatly appreciated.
able to comment on othexr EIS's again in the

s St oa

Ff, Dcnald A.
Chairman

cc: OEQC,‘6;GS, with incoming
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3145 Baldwin Avenue
Makawao, Hawaii
November 1, 1977

Mr. Albert Q. Y. Tom, Chairman
Environmental Quality Commission
Room 301, 550 Halekauwila St.
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Gentlemen:

The Makawao School Site Committee would Tike to again thank you for

the opportunity to respond to another Environmental Impact Statement

on the Site Selection for an Intermediate School for the Makawac-Pukalani-
Kula Area, Maui,

As discussed earlier,.we disagree with the proposed delay of opening

the intermediate school from 1978 to the 1983-1985 period. Oupr

reason for objection is that we do not have confidence in the enrollment
projections. This lack of confidence stems from the fact that the DOE
projections have been in error for the 1977-1978 period at Makawao and
Pukalani. There was a 13% error for the Pukalani School which, after
only two tems, is already forced to move in portable classrooms.

Additionally, we would like to point out that the new Kihei School

is now getting portables due to inadequate space. If the intermediate
school had been bujlt as originally projected, the portable march for
the upcountry area would not be necessary.

We agree with Charles Clark that the road improvement should be 1imited
to only one access road. This would substantially reduce the construction
cost for Site D, .

The $52,500 estimate for drainage in Site D appears to be unreasonable
primarily due to design. It appears that using the Soil Conservation
Service approved water Way, as proposed for Site £, would reduce the
development cost for Site D by at Teast $20,000. If this type of
drainage system were installed, drainage would not be rated “p" in your
comparison rating.

Agricultural zoning should not be an objection, since the surrounding
tand is no longer in major agricultural use. The objection might be
valid if pineapple were still being farmed on parcel D. This is not,
however, the case, as adjoining lands are being developed into two-acre
estates. The Department of Agriculture should have no negative input
into this Environmental Impact Statement since they did not testify to
oppose the Makawao Inc. subdivision, which is nearby and was truly
agricultural land.
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In your ratings for rainfall, we who 1ive {in Makawao cannot see how
rainfall can be rated "P" for Site D, while Site F is truly identical

in rainfall but rateq “F',

Those of us who have worked for a number of years on getting the
Tntermediate School off the ground are disappointed in the fact that

it has taken so long to get started.

Site D, the Eddie Tam Site, would be ideal for our children. The
{mportant thing, however, is not the hassles on which site to choose,
but delays that force overcrowding and portable classrooms.

~ Sincerely,

C. E. ;aczluer. Chairman

School Site Committee
Makawao School PTA

LDM/sd

xc: W, Tavares
J. Kinoshita
D. Oishi (DOE)
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GEORGE R. ARIYOSHI CHARLES G.

CLARK

GOVERNOR . SUPERINTENDENT

STATE OF HAWAIL U‘Cs s UKL
OFFICE OF DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT '

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
P. O, BOX 1070
WAILUKU, MAUI, HAWAIL 98783

July 6, 1978

Mr. Rikio Nishioka

State Public Works Engineer

Division of Public Works

Dept, of Accounting & General Services
P. O. Bex 19

Honolulu, Hawaii 96810

Dear Mr, Nishioka:

Subject: Site Selection Report and EIS
Makawao~Pukalani-Kula Intermediate School

I am sorry for the inadvertent delay in responding to your letter dated
January 31, 1978, I am providing you with a copy of the FACILITIES
DEVELOPMENT PLAN for the Maui High Complex dated 3/77. This
should provide the necessary responses to the comments in question.

Please call me should the foregoing require clarification.
Sincerely,

Darrell Oishi
District Superintendent

DO:aas DIVISION OF PUBIC WORKS
‘ 100 INITIAL FOR_YOUR:
cc: Mr, Koichi H. Tokushige —_Suls P, W. Engr. — Approval
Assistant Superintendent P W 306 e SiR.
Office of Business Services St Serv. W Info.

.I__-"lﬂﬂ;ﬂg 3 e File

o Proj. Mgml, B, e See mu

e Dusign B e Commants.

— lnsp. B et Invest. &

al. . Engts cmmem
D-135 — Qual. Cont. B
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3145 Baldwin Avenue: .* 8 5577 ™
Makawao, Hawaii 96768 i n
August 14, 1978  puigon or Wsli& wWoiks

10 " INITIAL FOR YOUR:
_Lsm.z ?..W. Engr, ;uoul —
~—P. W, Soty. Sign, —_—
- Stall Serv. Br. Info, —
Mr, Rikio Nishioka ~SHisnning . e
State Public Yorks Engineer ~— Proi. Mgnt B o Sewmr
State of Hawai{ e Dusign Br, Comments,
Dept. of Accounting & Gen. Services — NP B e lovest. &
P. 0. Box 119 — Qual. Can, Engry o Repte

Honolulu, Hawaif 96810
Dear Mr. Nishfoka:

Thank you for your "orompt" reply to our November, 1977 review comments
on the Makawao Intermediate Scheol.

The upcountry parents disagree with the delay of purchasing the land.
This may be a mute point, as with the rate of develonment in Makawao,
%he p;oposed sites may be gone before the DOF and DAGS ever get
aunched,

I assure you that the Governor will have a difficult time getting
support in the upcoming election from our parents who have been
writing to him for years.

You can rest assured that your letter will be read to all of our
parents at the next PTA meeting.

Sincerely,

L. acCluer
School Site Committee

LDM/s

xc: Gov. Ariyoshi

D-136
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Mr. L. D. McCluer
3145 Palgwin A-ra.
Makawao, Favali 56768
Cear Mr.

Subject: ¢
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